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PREFACE . 

The discussion which is published in this paniphlet may appear 
somewhat irregular and disjointed to the reader, but when he comes 
to read the discussion through he will discover the reason why. After 
Dr. Rexford retired from the contest, other anonymous parties entered 
the arena to wh-om allusion is made in some of my rejoinders. There ' . 
were no less than five respondents after Dr. Rexford close~ Ius part 
of the discussion. Of course it was impossible for me to notice all 
these, or ,even one of them, before completing the line of argument 
I had mapped out. Some of these I should have noticed in 
the end if the managers of the Gazelle had permitted the discus­
sion to go on. The certifi.cate of the Elder~ ~~f tlie Church 
of Christ as well as the arttcle of C. C. Sn:tt~1 Pastor of the 
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Church, which appear in place and under proper_! d~~e, w1ll explam 
themselves. The reader "viii notice that after Dr. Rexford retired, I 
did not, as in duty bound, follow him up, or make any reference to 
him but on the contrary, pursued my own line of argument to the 
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·end and which I did at the earnest request of many of our c1t1zens 
wh~ evinced great anxiety to hear more upon the distinctive features 

of Universalism. 
JOHN F. ROWE. 

AKRON, Omo, Sept. 1, 18~9. 
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THE HELL OF THE FUTU~E. 

To the Editor of flu Su11day Gazelle: 
SIR: ln the last issue of the Gazette (Apri l 2oth), I read the fol­

lowing notice of a sermon delivered by Dr. Rex ford, of this city. 
Allow me to propound a few questions to the erudite Doctor, and, if 
possible, induce him to answer some inq uiries growing out of the pro­
positions he has S!Jbmitted to the public. We presume the following 
.to be correct in statement: 

"Dr. Rexford, in his sermon nt the Academy of MuRic on l n~t Snhbnth, on 
"The Resu rrection to Life ond the H.cwrrection to Damnation," said that if 
the hell of the future would be remorse of conscience, as is now cont tnonly 
s upposed, it cannot he endleAA, for the rea•on th nt remorse of consd~nce iK a. 
proof of spiritual restoration. lf nll who have Ainncd, a.re to be vi~ilt•d willt 
such suffering, it i11 one of the moFt convincing nrgumentR in favor of a ll such 
being sa.ved. H e held th~t completenCR~ of retribution is po11sible ou ly em tho 
supposition of c:om pleteness of restornlion." 

The Docror says that "if all who have sinned are to be visited 
with such suffering [remorse of conscience], it is one of the most con­
vincing arguments in favor of all such being saved." And !;0 remorse 
of conscience is here given as proof of the final salvation of all men. 
Please tell us in the Bible where it is recorded, tha t those who die in 
their sins shall suffer remorse of conscience as a penalty. Is not this 
a. mere assumption? The particular kind of "suffering" is not indi­
<:ated in the Bible. If, as the apostle Paul informs us, some men's 
"consciences are S!'!ared as willt a l10t t'ron," anp that some in this life 
are "past feeling,''' and in this condition pass 111t0 the next world, as 
multitudes do, how, we are anxious to know, reasoning from the know­
able to the unknowable, can these suffer remorse of conscience? As 
nothing stands still, either in mind or matter, and as rational beings 
are progressing or retrogressing, the good, by exercise, growing better, 
and the wicked, by exercise, growing worse ; the Doctor would confer 
a. small favor on us, l>y showing how a wicked man passing into the 
future, and growing wickeder as he progresses, can be suddenly stop­
ped in his career, and be made to suffer remorse of comcience. It 
can only be done on the principle of physical compulsion, and since 
God does not operate on sentient beings by physical means, nor change 
the moral nature of man by irresistible power-,yhich would destroy 
the freedom of the will, and leave man a machine-we are forced to 
the conclusion that if a man dies incorrigibly wicked, he continues on 
in that wicked state, impelled by his own free choice. 

Again, if "completeness of restoration" depends on "com'pleteness 
of retribution, then all such are saved, not only without the mercy of 
God, but actually without the mediation of Christ. This doctrine 
renders the b,lood of Christ absolutely inefficient and inefficacious. 
1'1h! mediatorship of Christ is wholly nullified. Vicarious sacrifice is 
a myth. Christ is an imposter. Salvation through the Gospel is a 
delusion and a snare. The mercy of God is entirely expelled. Christ 
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is not the Son of G od, except in the sense of a great moral hero, wh<> 
died a martyr to the truth in no higher sense than did Socrates. 

If ma n pays the f ull penally of God's viola ted la w, then, in that 
case, the attribute of mer~y is enti~ely excluded from the divine ~ov­
ernmcnt, and absolute justtce prevatls supreme . If complete relnbu­
tion belongs to the divine arrangeme nt then there remains no place 
for the exercise 0 1 mercy. Of course, on this principle, the re was no 
need that Christ should die for the sins of the world, and the New 
T estament doctrine-that the resurrection of Chr ist brought life and 
immortality to light, is not found in the theology of Dr. Rexfo rd. 
Will he shoulder the responsibility? If he denies the Cloctrine of the 
atonement, he d enies uy moral necessity the inspiration of the Holy 
Scriptures . . ,H ence he is only a moralist, a nd not a Christian. 

If a criminal is sent to the peni tentiary to meet ~he full penalty of 
viola ted la w, a nd works out, on the strictest principles of justice, the 
full measure of the cr ime. and afterwa rds is libera ted, but only by the 
extreme limit of the c riminal law, he goes out without tha nking any­
body, and obta ins his pardon without the intervention of me rcy. It 
is an exhibition of _the \'cry severest kind of justice, and yet, without 
this underly ing principle of justice, no government could stand a ny 
le ngth of time. But if the Governor reprieves the c ull(rit be fore the 
time of his sentence expires, then we see an exhibition of me rcy. .The · 
attributes of justice a lways, in every form of government, precedes the 
attribute of mercy If me n will not receive the mercy of God through 
Jesus Christ, they must rema in under the displeasure of God;· remain 
under his condem nation, sold under sin, and the wra th of G od abides 
upon them. Will Dr. Rexfo rd tell us w!ten this wrath will be removed, 
if it· is not removed by the blood of Christ in this life ? 

A gain, if suffering is only intended for discipline, and not for pun­
ishment; and if suflic ient suffering will fit a sinner for the honor of 
sonshi p in the famil y of God, without the intervention of Christ, who 
died to 111ake the Ia w of God honorable ; then, on tha t princ iple, afl~r 
a criminal has served his fui!IIine in the p enitentiary, Dr. Rexford wiH 
be obliged to rece ive that convict, made free by the limitation of h is 
pen:tlty, into his fa mily, to become tlae honored associate of his wife 
and da ughters. Why not ? lias not this convict wiped out, by "pay­
ing his way," all the shame a nd dishonor of his crime ? 'H ere, me­
th inks, is a princi ple of government involved which we fear this cham­
pion of U niversalism has no t yet fathomed. 

O nce more : M y falings prompt me to disbelieve in the d octrine 
of eterna l punishmen t. But I am troubled about the f acts in the case. 
1 submit the following rule of Bible interpre tation as it relates to the 
Greek term aiim : The terms " everlas ting , " "forever, " " eterna l," etc ., 
are uniformly used in the Scriptures to denote the largest possible dura­
tion of 7i•/u(!t ll1e snbj(cllo 7CIIudl ll~ty are appli'ed is at;tuable. Thus, a 
"servant for ever" (Sam. 27: r2) is a servan t during hfe; "a n ordinance 
for ever" (Num. ro:8) is an ordinance which con tinues during the entire 
dispensation of which it is a part. So the " everlasting hill s," and "c;ver­
lasting mount01 ins, " recorded in the Bible (G en. 49:26; Heb. 3:6), are 
hills OI IHI mounta ins which continue to the e nd of all material things, 
or as long a~ it is possible they should continue ; a nd who knows that. 
even th e n erlastin f! hills sh:1 ll be des troyed ? According to this rule . 
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of in_terpr~tation the te rms " everlasting" a nd "for ever" when appl ied 
to thmgs m the fu ture world-to the rewards of the righ teous as well 
?-s to the punishn~enl of the wic ked- mus t denote absolu te eternity, if 
at denotes any thmg at al l. The longest duration which will then be 
possi ~le, the longest which may be predicated of the enjoyme nts of 
the ~1ghteous a nd the sufferings of the wic ked, will certa inly be eter­
nal, 1f we can depend on the mean"ing of language. As regards the 
Gr~e.k word aion, I ha ve this to say, that when governed by the pre­
posttton eis, in which con tiection it is always used when applied to 
the future punishment of the wicked, it invariably conveys the idea 
·of endless d ura tion. I t is used in this construc tion · in fifty-six places 
of Griesbach's ed ition of the New Testament. In our common edition 
it is found in four or fi ve other insta nces. I n six places it is appl ied 
to future punishment. In the rema ini ng fifty-four it undeniably ex­
presses endless duration. Dut if in fifty-four cases it is used in the 
endl e~s sense, will D r. R exford please g ive one reason why the same 
meamng should not be applied to thcst! six insta nces where it is a ppl ied 
-to future p unishment? T he adjecti ve aiomos, "everlasting," is used 
sev_enty_-one times in the New T estament; a nd, excepting the live in 
·wh1ch It is a pplied to fu ture punishment, it unquestionably denotes 
·endless duration. Why is it not, then, just as necessary as it is reason­
a ble to believe that in these li ve cases it means endless duration? 
'Will Dr. Rexford fu rnish us an exceptiona l rule? The expression tis 
.torts aionas ton monon, commonly rendered "for ever and e ve r " is used 
·eighteen times in the New Testament. In fi ftee n instances it is appl ied 
to the continuance of glory, perfection, government and praise of 
-God. In ~ne it is used to r_eJ~rcse nt_ the fu ture happiness of the right­
eous; a nd 111 the other two 1t ts applted to the future punishment of the 
·wicked. Will D r. R exford deny that it does also mean endless dura 
tion in these two instances ? If not, why not ? 

" N ow_ as the _same G~eek word , atonon, (Ma tt. 24-4 ~), represents 
everlastmg puntshmen t' as we ll as " eternal life," will the Docto r in­

form the read ing public by what law of c riti cal exegesis he would 
shorten one me mber of the an tithesis wi thout shortening the othe r ? I 
:had a lways supposed that one side of an antithetical proposition was 
<:>f the same length as the other. If blac k a nd white measure each 
·Othe r, so " eterna l life" measures " everlasting punishment. " 

O nce more. T would like to know on what principle or God's 
m om! government, Dr. Rexfo rd will save a sinner from eternal punish­
ment who d ies in a n impenitent stale. If man is in a stale of sin, under 
sentence of eternal death-which is the Scripiural argument th rough­
-out-and d ies despising the Gospel and c ursing God,· by what means, 
b eyond the present period of reconcil iation, as well as beyond the 
:grave, will this incorrigible sinner be eternally saved ? You say eter­
na l punish ment is unreasonable a nd unworthy of God. H ow can a 
fini te mind know ? Th e question is this : Must not the measure of 
G od 's jnmislunw t be the measure of God's justia 7 J\ nd who will 
-presu)Tie to measure the justice of the infinite God ? What was the 
m easure of Christ's atonement? Was it a fi nite or an infini te atone­
~ent? If fini te, the n the punishment of si n may be limited ; if infi-
71lte, then who dare say that punishment may not be eternal? If a 
l!llan die in a slate of sin, and no provision is made in the Gospel for 
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man in a state of sin beyond flu grave, Dr. Rexford will enlighten many 
eyes by letting us know how this is to be consummated. Light! Light t 

LAICUS. 

DOES THE BLOOD OF CHRIST CLE}NSE F~OM SIN? 

To tl1e Editor of the Gaulle : 

SIR: Since I prepared my first article for your columns, I have 
read the "Ganter-Rexford Correspondence," in which 1 find some­
sentiments expressed by Dr. Rexford of such a character as not only­
to perplex, but to alarm me. On pp. 3', 32, 1 find these words~ 
"The blood of jesus Christ cleanseth from all sin." Yes, I believe· 
!hat, and so do you. And I venture that 1 shall have the verdict of 
every intelligent Christian in Akron in favor of the thought I sha.IL 
give concerning it. I ask you: Do you then believe that · it is the litj!­
ral, physical, corporeal red blood of 1 esus that cleanses from sin?­
the l>lood that could flow out of ·the wounds? Do you then believe it 
is that literal blood? I venture to.say you believe no such statement. 
In place of this I venture with equal confidence to say that you believe· 

. it is the love of Christ, his mercy, his spirit altogether that saves us 
from sin, and that by our actepting that Spirit and living in obedience· 
to its law." 

1 am one of the 1/0il·intclligent persons in A~ron who believes. 
that "without shedding of blood (the blood of jetlus, the Sacrificial 
L ;unb) is no remission," Heb. ix. 22 If we are not saved by the· 
blood of Christ, will Dr. Rexford, in the capacity of a theologue and 
litcrateur, explain to the non-intelligent portion of this commuRity 
what Paul means by such expressions as these: "Through faith in 
his blood" Rom. 3· 2 5); " bemg now just ified by his blood" Rom. s~ 
9); "communion of the blood of Christ" (1 Cor. 1 o: t6); "the new 
testament in my blood, (I Cor. I I :2 s); "have redemption through. 
his blood" Eph. 1:7); "having mnde peace through the blood of his 
cross" Col. 1 :2o); "for if the blood of bulls and of goats, and the· 
ashes of a heifer sprinkling the unclean, sanctificth to the purifying of 
the nesh; how much more sha ll the blood of Christ, who through the­
eternal Spirit orfered himself without spot to Cod, }lurge your consci­
ence from dead works to serve the living Cod" (Heb. 9:13); and 
othe r passages in this epistle, such ·as " sanctify the people with his 
own l>lood," "through the blood of the everlasting covenant;" 
togeth er with mnny other similar passages in the several epistles. 

· Now I do not I.Jelievc in the bieral application of the blood of . 
Christ; but what I want to know is th is-Does Dr. Rexford believe 
that the principles of the divine government demanded the blood of 
C hrist in order that the way of salvation might be opened up tc;> a. 
world res ting under the condemnation of God? Paul says, " l lll 
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whom we have redemptton through his blood, even the forgiveness of 
sins" (Col. I: 14.) If it i_s not the "lite.ral_ blood ?f 1 e~us that cleans~s 
from sin," then what kmd of blood IS 1t? Ftguratrve blood! D1d 
Christ shed figurative blood? If so, on what fact was th': !J&urc 
founded? Is not this nebulistic to emanate from a Doctor of D1v1mty? 
The apostle John says, "The blood of 1 es~s C!ui~t cleanses us fr~m 
all sin ;" and yet Dr. Rexford contradicts tillS pn~c1ple of the re~ed1al 
scheme of salvation, by boldly declaring : "I ab1dc by the sentiments 
of my sermon, and urge the probability,. and the. cer.tainty of my own 
bel ief that there wi ll be for the soul of sm a. retnbut10n beyond death, 

·me rci'ful, and just and helpful, \vhich 110 blood of Christ can prrot~II, an~ 
which it 11ever was designed to prevent." It is well that 111 th1s anti­
apostolic sentiment the Doctor was cautious enough to u~e the words 
"probability," and "my uwn belief." We a~c glad that the" pr?bab­
ility" of a thing, and the Doctor's "own behef, " do not dogmatically 
make an assertion true. If the doctrine promulgated by Dr. Rexford 
be true then the blood of Christ, which sealed the "New Covenant" 
-tl1e a'ntitype of the "Old Covenant" which was sca.led by the blood 
of anima] victims-representS only 11. farce, and SaCrtfiC~ IS bu.t a fi&­
mcnt of the fancy. If Dr. Rexford is right, (a~d I thmk he 1s ~adl­
cally and fatally wrong), then tJ1ese words of Chnst have no meamng: 
"Verily, verily I say to you, Except you eat of the nesh o~ th.e So.n 
of man, (by faith in his sacrifice?) ~~d dnirk_lu's 1!/ood, (by fa1th m h1s 
atonement?) you havt 110 life 111 y~u! John v1. ~3: In the same con­
nection we read: " I am the h vmg bread wh1ch came down from 

'h eaven; (not up from flu earl II) if any man eat of this ?read, h.e sl~all 
live forever. and the bread that I give is my ncsh, which 1 Will give 
for the life ~f the world." But from the following words of Dr. R . 
I must believe that he is a moralist, a deist, and not a Chrisrian: " I 
b elieve in salvation through repentance and faith. If a person repents 
of his sins and turns away from them in spir~t, he is saved fr?m those 
sins it is true and his heaven neither in tim world or (norm ?) the 
next is the pl~ce into which he ~oes, but rather the cxp~rience of joy 
which is his, hy virtue of his bcmg like God, just, merc1ful, a.nd h.oly, 
the experience in fact that is determined by the measure of h1s adjust­
ment to the divine orders of life." Page 20. 

I am curious to know what the Doctor means, whe n he says: " If 
a person repents of his sins, or turns away from them in spm't." 1 had 
always supposed that when a man turned away ~rom his sins, he turned 
away from them in dud and in fact. I would. hke to see a. man pay 
his taxes zi1 sjJI'n't, and not in jut. I would hke to sec s~ld1ers go .to 
war in spirit, and not tiz jut. I ,,·ould like t? see a child ob.cy 1ts 
parents in spint but not in overt acts of obcd1ence. 1 woul~ like t_o 
sec rebels throw down their weapons in spini, and without domg so m 
fact. And yet in the closing sentence of th~ para~raph just q~oted, 
he says that a man is saved by an "expenence m fact, that 1s de­
termined by tl~e measure of his adjuslmwt to the divine orders of life." 
Really I do not know what he means by "orders of life " - whether 
h e means moral orders, or theistic orders, o r Christian orders, or theo­
cratic orders. llut suppose the sinner, either in this life or in the life 
to come, refuses to go into this "adjustment," whatever it may be­
What rela tion will he sustain to the pure and the holy God? 
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The Doctor ~ays, "th~t the p~rs?n who has lived in sin for years 
~an no~ at once adjust all thts chaouc hfe to the divine standard." But 
If he hves on rit srir, and refuses to "adjust" himself to the "divine 
~~and':r~,'' and ?ies in Sit~ with?ut the adjustment, then what? If 
Chns~ s blood •s not applred,." m the." judgm~nt" of Dr. Rexford, 

to the smner that he may receive salva~IOn, then It follo~vs as a logical 
cons~quence that the world never was m need of a Sav1or, a nd is not 
now tn n7ed of one; a1~d, as a second deduction from the premises 
s~ch a thmg as a remedml scheme of salvation is a LTavestie upon th~ 
w1sdom af G otl. 

I would like, in all sincerity, to submit the following questions to 
Dr. Rexford: 

. I. Do you believe the Bible, or any portion of it, to be an in­
spired volume? 

2. Do yon believe the Bible, or any portion of it, to be super­
n aturally revealed? 

J· Do yov believe that ) esus Ch~ist is "the Son of the living 
G.od -the Logos tha.t was "m the beg•nning"-" Immanuel" (God 
With us); that. "by htm were all things created ;" that "without him 
w~s not anythmg made that was made;" and that "he is before a ll 
thmgs, and that by him all things consist?" · 

4· Is J esus Christ the amhor of eterna l salvation? 
5· Is salvation conditional or unconditional? 
6. If '' a ll the promises of God r1z htill are yea and · in /rim 

Amen," can a man be saved who is 1101 in him? ' 
1: If a man "dies i~1 his sins," how may we infallibly know 

that, tn the far future, he wlll be de livered from his sins? 
8. If ~'the ~ ospel is the power of God unto salvation to every 

one who beh~ves It," can a man, under the Gospel d ispensation, be 
saved who wilfully rejects the Gospel? 
. 9· A re m<l:nkind riz a slate of sri1, and if so, .does Christ redeem 

from a state of sm ?. 
ro. Does God !?ardon sinners, and if so, on what conditions? 
T I. Do you beheve that mankind could have been saved with­

out the ad ~ent and willing sacrifice of Christ? 
r 2 •. <!:an you show, either br reason or revelation, how the pen­

alty. of s!n could be removed wtthout the death, resurrection, and 
glonficatton of Christ ? 

J OHN F. ROWE, alias LAICUS. 

DR. REXFORD'S POSITION. 
To the Editor o.f lite Gazelle : 

DE!"R SIR.: In the last two issues of your paper I find a criticism 
of certain sentnnents I have advanced, both in sermons and in corres. 
pondence. I find als? a critic ism of other sentiments which . I have 
not adva nced, but whtch are supposed by many to be entertained by 
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the Universalist denomination. There is l ittle or no lingering over 
any special questions by my cri tic, but the whole field of Theology 
seems to have been rapidly sketched, as though the purpose were to 

. survey the ground rather than stop to cultivate some particular portion 
·Of it to test its productiveness. It is very unsati~factory to me to 
.adopt this hurried method. I should much prefer to consider one 
question at a time, and yet to do this with each question that has been 
ra ised, would consume more of my time than I can a t present devote 
to such work , while the Gazr//c would probably find the work occupy­
ing too much of its valuable space. The criticism with whic h the 
a rticles commenced was briefly passed upon my claim that re morse of 
conscience indicates a reviving life in the soul. This thought is dis­
missed with a brief paragraph indica!ing that the Scriptures nowhere 
state that such remorse is the penalty for sins committed . Had my 
critic read carefully the paragraph which con tained my thought he 
wou ld have seen that I held this language, viz: "lf th e hell of the 
future would be remorse of conscience as is cflmmonly supposed," etc. 
I am quite confident that this is the common opinion among people 
who believe in endless punishment. I know of no one who holds now 
to the early supposition that hell is a lake of fire a nd brimstone, or 
that future torment is innicted by any physical ag!!nts. My cri tic may 
hold to this ancient opinion, though I have no means of knowing this 
fact if it so be. In the sermon which contained the paragraph criti­
cised, I held that some men· seem to continue in sin till their con­
sciences are hardened. They become to all appearances insensible to 
all guilt or remorse. For such I held that remorse of conscience 
would be impossible except upon a quickening or a revival or a resur­
rection of the spiritual nature. If such are ever to remain th ns hard­
ened they will forever be strangers to the torments of another world 
t/ tlu torments b~ from umoru. 1 held that the eterna l dead ness of the 
soul could not be attended with eternal suffering. H olding further 
that the Bible teaches the resurrection of all souls bNh good and evil 
(John 5:28), it was urged that a condition of spiritual suffering is 
preferable to a condition of insensibility, inasmuch as the suffe ring 
indicates an .increased volume of life, and you cannot affirm the Stlffer­
ing only as you affirm more life, and increased life is the hope of the 
world. This position was ill ustrated so far as it can be illustrated by 
physical analogies, by the portions of the body in its possible experi­
ences. A p erson, for instance, comes very near to death by freezing. 
The pain of this misfortune is experienced at first, but soon ceases. 
After the first severe chill, the body is benumbed and the victim is 
unconscious. The currents of life run so low that there is not left 
enough vital ity to produce suffering. We commence the process of 
restoration and the patient will tell us that when life began to revive, 
then the suffering commenced, and were a skilled physician to take 
note of the patient he would hail the first sign of pain as the first sign 
of restoring life. We press upon a nerve in the arm till we say the 
hand is "asleep." It seems for a time en tirely dead. At length a 
prickling sensation is experienced and we say it is a sign of the resto­
ration of the nervous forces to their normal conditiOn. The Prodigal 
Son went away,from hom.e with joy, he returned with great sorrow, 
but his returning way was the better way, though he was wet with his 
tears of distress. If a mother were to watch, with infinite grief, the 
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downward steps of her son, her hope of his recovery would sink in 
her hear.t as she ~hould tak: note of t.he decaying sensibility-the grad­
u <:l stechng of h1s soul.agamst .al.I pam . She has lost hope as h1s con­
science has har.dened mto obhywn to remorse over his sins. Hope 
has be~n dead m her heart for years possibly, but she goes into his 
room, It may be unexpected by him, and she fi nds him in distress. 
He is wal.king t!1e floor an~ giving every sign of sorrow. But what is 
h er expenence 1n such a d iscovery? Every tear he sheds is to her 
h ea.r t as so much rain upon a withered and barren fi eld. Her hope 
re.v1ves before the spectacle of. hi~ sorrow. She encourages her heart 
w.Ith the nssuranc~ that there 1s !1fe an? the capability ol suffering in 
h.1s soul. She. had ~ every tear w1th rehef and hope, for it is to her a 
s1gn of rest?nn~ life. "He was dead, but is alive again.'' He is 
nearer God m h1s ~orro~v t.han he was in his insensibility, and to be 
nearer Qod, even m pam, 1s to he possessed of more li fe. 
. . I believe th is law h~lds g~od in all relations where life has been 
lllJured so a~ t? ~ecome msens1ble~ or th_ro.ugh evil of a ny kind, has 
suf(ere.d a dnlllmshed ~olu me of v1tal activity- the law that pain shall 
be mc1den ~ t~.restorat1on, that restoration can not be without pain­
that the pa1n IS proof of the restoring life. 

If there be a n exception to this, that can be expanded into a law 
I shall certainly be interested in its discovery. I have sought .for it: 
not for controver~y, but for truth, but have not found it, and as an 
~lement or factor m t~e produc.t of my faith I cer ta inly regard it as too 
1mp~:>rtant to be set ~s1de by a smg!e paragraph. The force of the sug­
ge~llon I am aware 1~ to be felt clnefly on th e supposition that the suf­
fe nng _o_l the fut_me · Js to be spi ritual-a supposition which I observe 
my cn t1c questions. I ho ld, however, that it is a current opinion 
among " E vangelical " Christians, so called, that the torment of the · 
future world for the sinner will be remorse of conscience. · And I 

· hold, l_ikewise, ~hat just remorse can not be experienced except upon 
the qu1c kened l1fe of the sufferer. "Confirmed in s in" and "remorse 
of conscience" do not go together. The remorse is experienced after 
the purpose to s in is abandoned. ·_ 

My critic asks me how long this suffering will continue. · I do not 
presume to say. No one can tell. The analogies, however, -would 
suggest somewhat as follows: Pain ceases in one of two conditions. 
It ce;1ses in. perfect ~eatl~-it ceases in a condition of perfect·"'life. 
Phys1cal pam ceases 111 th1s process of restoration on ly when the c ur­
rents of li fe flo w completely in the channels God ordained for them. 
When li fe is complete the suffering is at an end. . . · 

If we admit that the Bible teaches the resurrection of all souls-I 
assu.me that fc'':O i( any, intell igent people in our day hold to the resur­
rectJO!'l of the · literal physi_cal body-this fortune of suffering mu~ be 
expencnced by the smful Ill the process of tha t resurrection while':'the 
~ood, ~vho are only ~omparati vely so, will go forth in!~ li fe more 
1mmed111te!y or m?~e d1rectly, though there are few if any, it seems to 
me, who, 111 the nsmg fortunes of the ir life, will not feel a sense of 
sorrow over the evil _that has been. No one is perfect, and this busi­
n ess of heav~n-makmg is not transacted, in my judgme nt, with any 
borrowe(~ capital: A man's real experience of joy in this universe, as 
well as h1s expen_ence of sorrow, must depend , spi ri tually, upon what 
h e has been and 1s. 
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The p:U.agraph in the Gaze/It which is criticised but too briefly, 
was from a sermon preached on the subject of the resurrection. It is 
a common belief among Christian people that all souls will be resur­
rected. To me this means an uplifted life at last for all. In what­
ever condition souls may be, the universal resurrection is a doctrine of 

· the general Christian public. In this resuraection all experiences of 
joy and sorrow are embraced-a sorrow with the joy of hope breaking 
ever and anon through its gloom, and slo"•:ly changing all fortunes 
into recognized and experienced good. 

From this subject of conscience, my critic passes to numerous 
.. other questions, which I do not at present propose to consider. It is 
practically useless to spend time in this hurried method , depending on 
the traditional sound of words for their meaning. 
. As a comprehensive answer to the attempted argument in favor 

· of endless punishment from the character of the word aionios, I sub­
mi t the fact that many of the early Church Fathers who wrote in the 
Greek language and who taught the doctri ne of the ultimate restora­
tion of all souls, employed precisely the same language in describing 
punishment as is found in Matt. XXV. 46 . And one of them espe­
cially speaks of souls being purified and saved by what my critie would 
call the endless fires of hell. 

ATONEM ENT. 

For my opinions as to the atonement in general, I re fer my cri tic 
to the correspondence that passed between Rev. Mr. Ganter and my­
self. I have not changed my thought since that time, un less it he that 
I am all the more convinced of its essential correctness. 

The several questions raised in the last article I should answer in 
the main probably jnst as my critic would answer them. There is 
li ttle or no controversy possible regarding tht:m. No Universalist of 
whom I know holds that any soul will ever be saved without accepting 
the conditions of salvation . The U niversalist faith is that all souls. 

. will at last accept those conditi ons. lf it should be a fact that some 

. souls will not ultimately accept them, I should believe as all other 
·· Universalists would, that such souls will be eternally miserable, unless 

God, seeing their unfitness to exist, should think best to stri ke them 
out of existence. I thi nk this would be the·final action, for if a soul 
is 'hot worth saving, it is not worth damning. Is it ? 

. Yours truly, E. L. REXFORD. 

·GOD'S MERCY NOT SEEN IN THE VICA~OUS SAC~tFICE 
. ~. . OF CH~IST. · 

. ·To t/11! Editor of flu Gazelle : 
DEAH SIR: I find Mr. R owe objecting to the doctrine of complete 

retribution on the ground that it gives no place for the exercise of the 
divine mercy. H e says: "lf complete retribution belongs to the 
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divine arrangement, then there remains no place for the exercise of 
mercy. Of course, on this principle, there was no need that Christ 
should die for the sir~s of the world." Again he says, speaking of the 
wrath of God: " \Vrll Dr. Rexford tell us when this wrath wi ll be re­
moved if it is not removed by the blood of Christ in this life?" In 
this. th'?ught my critic i ~ seen to occupy the common ground of the 
sacr~licral theolo~y, argumg that God manifests a great mercy in the 
s~cn li ce of Chnst. lt has been held ever since the days of Arch­
brshop Anselm that the death of J esus was a satisfaction accomplished 
and accepted as a substitute for the endless suffering. of the whole 
worltl. His blood was the price paid for our release from the eternal 
agonies of hell. II ence the song: 

"J c'u~ p:lid it all, all the debt I owe ." 

~·he peopl~, sing of the mercy of God through ] esus Christ. ' •The 
amazmg mercy -"the transcendent love"-" the abounding te nder­
ness" of_ God are. ~ver:more up'?n the lips of the people. And all 
tl~ese :unr_able qualttrcs 111 the dtvrne nature many good people think to 
dtscover 111 the spectacle of Christ's death as a substi tuted agony in 
the place of the world's su ffering. 

The original demand of justice was, that on account of the sin of 
Adam the whole human family should suffer forever, if we except 
perhaps the small num ber of the "elect" provided for by the caprice 
or <;alvinism.. H ere was _the doom of the race. It was averted by 
Chnst appeanng as a substitute. And when it is asked how Christ 
being one person, could suffer all that the whole race would suffer for­
c~cr, it is ~nsw_ered that he being inlinite, could suffer as much, and ' 
dtd suffer, 111 ht_s death as much as the whole human family could suf­
fer f?r an eterntty. lf the term of suffering was lessened, its intensity 
was mcreased, and hence the product was undiminished. So much 
agot.1y was due t~1e_ divine law, and it was provided and e ndured by 
Chnst A~d .t hts IS ca_ll <:~ the "amazing mercy of God!" I under­
take to say tt ts no cxh tbltron of God's mercy whatever. What mov­
ing of _th_e divine will is here seen toward a more helpful attitude? 
What giVIng o~e: ~f ~ny claim of an imaginary or so-called justice ? 
Is there any drmrntshmg of the !i na! result of suffering? Is the pain 
that was end ured any less ? The theory is that of substitution and 
the whole weight of the divine blow falls undiminished. So fa.r as 
th~ quality or !nood of tl_1e divine mind is concerned it is not seen by 
thts theory of mterpretatJOn that God yields one iota of the inli nite 
"wrath. :• The equivalent is offered and accepted, and the whole 
thoug~t ts aggrava_tcd by the report that the divine justice (?) innicted 
th~ mtsery 01~ the mnoc_cnt and permitted the ~uilty to escape l In 
th1s connectton the wtsdom and manifes t justtce of Solomon is in 
p lace: ''He that justifteth the wicked and he that condemneth the 
just, even they both arc an abomination to the " Lord." 

It may be said that it was a mercy to IIIC lwman race, to' have the 
penalty transfer;cd to another. This is barely possible, but if this be 
the _thOl_tght let It be so stated, and let the other judgment that Christ's 
rctnbutrve death show mercy on the part of God, be abandoned. It 
shows no mercy. 
. And _here_ is ano~her_ phase of this theory that needs an explana-

tion: It IS satd that JUStice demands :m infinite penalty. With man 
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to suffer it that infinity must extend to eternity. It _ca!1 not be_ more 
than in!inite- it can not be less. It can have no hm1t. In!intty has 
no bounds. How is it then that Christ's su ffering has ceased? We 
cannot add to in!inite suffering, but is it not easil~ comprc!1ended that 
Christ's sufferings could be _increas~d _by_ e~tendmg hts tum of suffer­
ing? It ceases, and thus tt has 11s lnmtatJOns, and cannot then be 
infinite. The theory, it seems to me, does not hold fir~ly .. Jt brea~s 
at numerous points, and .to me its. ~sse~tia_l ~erverston mhcres m 
this, that penalt~ as a mor~l and posttlvc m ntctJon, should be trans­
ferred from a gu tlty to an mnocent person. 

It is not mercy to withhold a needed punishment from an offender, 
and much less is it a mercy to innict it .upon one wh? docs_ not dcsc~ve 
it. It is a principle that will not work to ad_vantage Ill or~mary affatrs. 
If a child is sick, the physician docs not clatm that the a~n~ an_d office 
of medical practice are accomplished whe~ ,so .much ~ed_tcn~e IS s~~al­
lowed indifferent as to who ·shall swallow tt. fhe chtld ts stck. 1 he 
medic'inc is unpleasant The patient dislikes it and perhaps is dis­
tressed at the thought of tak ing it. At this juncture a healthy an_d 
strong brother comes and says: "I will take it_, a~d if your purpose IS 
that so much bitter medicine shall be taken, gtve tt to n~e a~d let the 
sick escape the nauseating drug." 1~ the m~th_er were _melt nee~ to. be 
a practical and philosophical evangeh~al Chnstmn makmg apphcatton 
of her religious belief, she would gtve the drug to the strong and 
healthy and allow the sufferer to "escape." . . 

This whole theory starts from a wrong pmnt. _Th_e ObJeCt o~ gov­
ernment is not that so much punishment shall be mntcted. It ts for 
the benelit of ~he people that government exists and_ ~~_mishment is 
one of the :tids to that general result. And _when It ts _'!Sked ~vhat 
punishment is jus~, it must. be answ~red th~t whtch results !n ~bcdunu, 
inasmuch as obcd tence to JUSt laws IS the htghest good; _God _s mercy 
is not seen in cancell ing just penalties. If_ a ' penalty ts JU~t, tt ought 
to be innicted. Its justice is measured by tts bcneftts, and tf the party 
needs it, it is injustice to withhold it. 11 ~h~ chi!~ need~ the remedy 
however bitter, it is cruelty not to admtms~er .'t.. 1~ ts a loo~e ~ntl 
shambling theology that obliterates all moral d tscnmmauons and u~n11.:ts 
penalties of gui lt upon the innocent, a theology that was bo~·n 11~ ~n 
age before caprice had been banished b~ law: We rCJ?IIdtale It m 
practice and it were well if we were t_o bamsh thts thcologtc phantom, 
which our living judgments and pracltces l~u~h to. perpetual s_corn_. 

My critic refers to the case of a cnmmal m the pemt~ntr~ry. 
"If he remains through his whole term he s~rves the cn~ls of JU~t rce ; 
if he is pardoned by the Governor before hts term exptrcs he 1s an 
object of mercy." L et us inspect this comparison a m01!1cnt. If the 
Governor pardons the criminal it is because some new hght has ue~n 
thrown upon the case, or some circumstances have served to modtfy 
the prisoners relation to the law. Suppos~, however, no cha~ge has 
been developed, hut al l the clements remam as they were. prectsely at 
the time the sentence was passed. lf the sentence was JUSt at ftrst, 
will my cri tic undertake to say that a pardot~ would be ju~t? Parcl?n 
presupposes a changed circumstance, that dtd not appear '!1 the begrn­
ning, but docs Mr. Rowe s~tppos? _that God makes any_ nmtakc~, that 
he should need to amend hts tlcctston? We do not wrsh our (,od to 

· appear as a trincr certainly. If the m;m lw iu~tlv ~rntl' twecl. and no 
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new facts are developed, the Governor would simply be doing a wrong 
to exercise the pardoning power. 

Again, my critic suggests that after the criminal has served out· 
his full term, I will be obliged, by my theory to take him into my 
family and m:~ke him an associate f9r my wife a;1d daughter. 

In the divine method of deliverance from bonds, I should be · 
most h:~ppy so to do. That method is, that men a re delivered from 
bonds only when they are free from sin. So long as sin remains in 
the hcn rt, there is imprisonment. And when by suffering and by all 
the persuasions that the infinite mercy has provided, a soul sha ll be 
pure, 1 should be most glad to welcome such an one, unless it should 
be that his purity should shame me for a yet possible bondage of my 
own. · 

. Woul~l Mr. Rowe object to the receiving of such a soul? The 
Scn pture ts =. "Thou shalt by no means come out of the prison, till 
thou hast pa1d the uttermost fa rthing." . There is a divine law of" im­
prisonment for debt," and men are not free till they are rig/11 before 
all the divine laws. These laws ought to be kept and not- cancelled 
and while I believe i~ the blood of Christ, in its symbolism, I a~ 
shocked that any man tn these days should insist upon its lite ral value 
in .the ~c~nomy of div.ine. Providence. My critic says he does not 
behe~e m 1ts ~tllral apphcat1on. Then let lum cease plying me with 
questiOns, wh1ch spn ng only from the supposition of its literal ·appli­
cation. We could find the traces of the literal blood of Atonement on 
the ~ltars of the old A7.tec deities and among the darkened souls of 
all ttme, where an angry God was worshipped. But it is time for us 
to wash our theological hands of this stain. 

M>: cr.itic draws. ma!'y a startling con~lusion from my rejection of 
the sacn fic1al or retnbu t1 ve dea th of Chnst. lf I do not accept it 
tha t through the blood of Jesus the demands of Justice are cancelled' 
then "the. Me<..liato~ship of Christ is nullif1ed ." "Salvation · througl~ 
the gospel 1s a de lusiOn and a snare"-" the Bible is no revelation " 
etc., etc. And to close with, I am "a Mora list and not a Chris­
tian. ' 

But sec how this appears. Because I do not accept the interpre­
tations of various Christian doctrines, which it has pleased Mr- Rowe 
to accept, I am a repudiator of the gospel and am uo Christian. I 
I have no Christianity over which I am incl ined to boast, but I had 
hoped that 1 believed in Christianity, in J esus, in God, in the Revela­
t ion and the Mediatorship of Christ. I still have that feeling of a 
desired discipleship. And if intolerance and a want of a frank and 
ge~erous liber.ty. ~o think, must be killed out of the hearts of men by 
the tr own exh1b1tton, so let them cease. I am negatively glad of every 
exhibition of the intolerant spirit in ou r day, for I know that the more 
it is seen the more it will hasten to its extinction. If Mr. Rowe 
wishes thus to help the cause of liberty, here is my left hand. 

As fo~ myself, I am willing a man should elect,what interpretation 
? f the Scnp.lllre he deems best, and if he should interpret some parts 
Ill a way cltfferent from my own, I shall not so diminish my own 
thought of Chris tian ity, as to deny him the claim of a C hristian. I 
may repu<..liate his concl usions, but I will not deny him standing ground 
o n the broad fie ld of Christian hope and endeavor. . 
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If by the Mediatorship of Christ, my c rtttc means that Christ 
stands between God and the world for the purpose of shielding the 
world from the wrath of God, and takes the blows of the divine 
vengeance upon himself, I am fran~ to say, ~ do n~t believe it. I do 
not read in the Bible that Jesus Chnst came tnto tillS world to save us 
from God. There is another kind of mediatorship in which I pro­
foundly believe. I believe that J esus is the m~diato r between m.an 
and a ll that is above man, a medmtor to he lp thts world of humamty 
u pward to all its possible fortu.nes of glory an? strength and. peace. I 
believe, moreover, tha t God, mstead of meettng the strugghng mass of 
humanity with the bl inding bolts of Almighty wrath, welcomes a ll, and 
helps all with a Father'~ love. And I. ~eg leave to. say,. wl~at to the 
intelligent public there IS no need of saytng, that. th1~ fatth IS no~ the 
repudiation of the Dible or the Gospel, or ~nsp1.rat10n.' or l\~echator­
shlp. It is, in my judgment, rather a better h~ht 111 wh1ch to tnterp.ret 
these great oracles, which for so many gene~attons have been rcturmng 
so many unmeaning answers to the beseechmg heart of the world. 

I am yours tru ly, 
May zoth; 1879· E. L. REXFORD. 

THE HELL OF THE FUTURE. 
To llze Editor of 1/u Gazdk: 

DEAR SIR: In you r issue of May 18th I find "Dr. Rexford's 
Position" spread out before your readers. If it has proved to be as 
disappointing to your readers as it has proved to be disappointing to 
me, great must have been the ~isappoint1.11ent. As the questions .in­
volved in the discussion are B1ble questiOns, and therefore of VJtal 
importance, why does he undertake to beguile your readers with his 
opinions and assumptio~s instead of enlightening tl~cm, as they have 
the righ t to expect, w1th proof-te~ts from the Scnpturcs.. Not ~nc 
quotation docs he make from the B1ble, the only source of 1nformat10n 
we have on the questions of eternal life and eternal punishment, on 
heaven and hell, on death and future jud~ment. My opin ions and 
m y assumptions a re worth just as much as hts; no more, no ~ess. His 
e ntire article is made up of broad and unsupported assertions. We 
had a right to expect more than mere specula tions from so distin­
guished a Rabbi-the President of a college and a Doctor of D ivinjtyl 
We want more tangible proofs than such expressions: "I believe" 
so lind so, "it applars so to me," If it sums so to me," etc. H e lays 
down a proposition without citing one Scripture in proof, and then 
undertakes, at the expense of the credulity of his readers to prove it 
by " physical analogies." Whoever hear<..l before (among logicians) of 
proving a proposition by analogies I Where do you lind that.....:.in 
Wha tely ? in M ill? in H amilton? 
· Here is his proposition : "In the sermon which contained the 

paragraph criticised, I held that some men seem (sum, mark you) to 
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continue in sin till their consciences are lnrdened. They become to 
all appearances insensible to all guilt or remorse. For such I held that 
remorse of conscience would be impossible except upon a quickening 
or a rev ival or a resurrection of the spiritual nature." For fear we 
might do our respondent injustice, we here q uote the connection : 

"If such nrc ever to remai n thuA ha rdened they will forever be strangers 
to the torments of nnothcr world if the torments be from remorse. I held that t ho 
e ternal dcndncRA of the R,,ul cou ld nnt be allcmled with eternal suiTcring. 
H old ing further thnt the Bible teacheR the resurrection of a ll soul s both good 
nnd evil (John li:2t!l it wa• urged that n condition of ~piritnnl suffering is 
prdcrnblc ton condition of in•ensihility, inasmuch as th e suffering indicates 
an ill(:reaRed volume of life, and you cannot affirm the s uffering only as you 
nflir1n 111orr. life, and incr.a~ed life ia tile hope of tbe world ." 

Then, . without the Citation of one Scriptural argument, he pro­
ceeds to prove it by the ca se of a man who came very near freezing 
to death! 1 n view of th is sort of argumentation-this metaphysical 
involuliim and physical evolutio11- is it any wonder that we doubt D r. 
Rexford's helief in Christianity as of supernatural or igin, and that we 
subm it ted to him, categorically, the followi ng questions; to which he 
has made no reply whatever: "Do you bel ieve the Bible, or ·any 
portion of it, to be inspired? Do you bel ieve the Bible. or any por­
tion of it, to be supernaturally revealed?" 

I-I is scientific: flo urishes about the man who r eceives the " firs t 
severe chill, " anti whose "currents of life" run very low, may pass 
for very good rhetoric, but the argument we fail to see. This is what 
logi cial)~. call ignoratio elenchi-a misapprehension of the question in 
debate. We may not deny what he has to say about the processes of 
physical life and physical death, hut we deny his inferences as touch­
ing the questions in dehate. 

H e would convey the idea that the word "remorse" is a Scrip­
tural term, and yet the word is not found in the entire New Testament. 
Nor is it found in the Old Testament, unless I am greatly mistaken. 
Nor is the expression "eternal darkness of the soul," found in the 
Bible; nor the expression "resurrection of all souls," nor the phrase 
" cond ition of spiritual suffering"; nor is the term, "remorse of con­
science," found there. Now, if th is is not throwing dust in the eyes 
of the people-if this is not darkening counsel-we do not know 
where to fin d an example. It may answer for tolerably good rhetoric, 
but, as to the argument, a las ! 

His deduction from his premises and his argument, that all men 
sha ll be made finally holy and happy, is couched in the following 
rhetorical parable: 

"I Ul'lil've th iR J~w holds good in all r ela ti ons, where life bas been injured 
eo ns to hccomc in~cn•ihl e or through evil of any k ind, has ~uffercd a dtmiu­
ishcd \'O innu: of vital activity-the hw that pain nhall be incident to rCAlora­
tion, that rl'~tomti on can not be wi thout pain, that the pain is proof of t.he 
rl'storing lit e." 

Now a fter that maste rly deduction, that hasn't a speck of Scrip­
ture in it, let his admirers depart in peace, for they have seen the 
salvation of all ncsh. 

· 13ut as my worthy respondent does not wish to explore the "whole 
fi eld of T heology," (ami yet, mind you, he is an advertised teacher 
of Theology) hut prefers rather to " consider on e question at a time," 
(which is exactly the thing I myself desi re) we will take up the propo-
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sition found in my firs t article-" The H~ll of the Future." Here is 
the Doctor's style of meeting my argument : 

"As a comprehensive answer to the 1\Uempte~l ~rguroenl i!l favor o( end­
less puninh ment from the character of tbe word atOniC~$, I submtt the fact that 
many of the early Church Fath ers who wrote in the Greek l angu~ge and who 
t.a ught. the doctrine of the ultimate rCAtornLion of ~dl Ro uls, ~mployed precisely 
the same 11\nguage in describing puniRhmcnt ~R 1s f~und m Matt. XXV. 46. 
Anrl one o( them eRpecially spe~ks of sou ls be111g punfied :111d saved, by what 
my critic would call the endles~ fires of hell." 

Well we should think that was a " comprehensive answer!'' 
That's a~ answer with a vengeance, isn' t it? Come, Doctor, no 
dodging; it.ls ~1 either manly nor s~h_olarly to ~~d~e. You pres.um~ 
too much, str, tf you suppose the ctttzens of a c1ty on se.ven htlls 
will be satisfied with your mere ipse dzxit. The people of th1s cc;>mmu­
nity are accustomed to examine proofs that are homogeneous w1th the 
proposition. You magisterially point ttl the dre:tmy "Ch urch F'!-th­
Fathers," but fail to produce one wit~ess from that herd of .m~st1cs. 
Do you fear your scholarship in quottng from then.1, the J~aJonty of 
whom as you ought to know were dreamy, speculattve myst1cs. Why 
do yo;, not meet my "attem)•ted argument " with rebutting testimony? 
Why do you not quote the language _of . the Bible on a quest.ion of 
such vital importance? Mind you, lhts IS not a mere questton of 
rhetorical kite-flying, but a question of fact. Why do you not appeal 
to staudard authorities on this question-to our most approved Greek 
lextcons and to our most eminent philologists? Since your reserved, 
ministerial dignity will not allow you to notice my argumen~, as be­
comes the magnanimity of a high-t?ned and hon_orable dtsputant, 
allow me to reproduce it for the beneftt of men seekmg the truth : 

I submit the followmg rule of Bible interpretation, as it relates to 
the Greek term ai'on : The terms " everlasting," "forever," "eternal," 
etc. are uniformly used in the Scriptures to denote the largest possible 
dttr~tion of wludt tire su!y'ect, to 1vludl t/zey an applied, is applicable. Thu.s 
a "se rvant forever," (Sam. 27: 12) is~ servant. during .life; "a~1 ordi­
nance for ever, " (Num. ro:8) is an ortltnance whtch con t~nues.dunng the 
entire dispensation of which it is a part. So the " everlastmg hills and ev­
erlasting mounta ins" recorded in the Bible, (Gen. 49:26; _H e b .. 3:6,) arc 
hills and mountains which continue to the end of all matcnalthmgs, or as 
long as it is possible·they should continue; and wh? knows ~hat even 
the everlasting hills shall be destroyed? Accordmg to tillS rule of 
interpretation, the terms "everlasting" and ''for ever,:' when applied 
to things in the future world-to the· reward of· the nghteous a~ we~ I 
as to the punishment of the wicked-must de~ote ab~ol ute .etern1ty, 1f 
it denotes anything at all. The longest duratiOn wh1ch wtll then be 
possible, the longest which may be predic~ted of tl~e enjoyt;Jents of 
the righteous and the sufferings of the ~~· tckcd, w11l certamly be 
eternal if we can depend on the meantng of the language. As 
regard~ the Greek word aion , I have this to say! that when governed 
by the preposition tis i~ which connecti.on it t? ~lwa~s used when 
applied to the future pumshment ? f the '.v tck~d, tt nwar~ablr convers 
the idea of endless duration. I t ts used tn thts constructton 111 fifty-s1x 
places of Griesbach's edition of the New .Testament. In .our com 1'!1o.n 
edition it is found in four or fi ve other mstances. In s1x places 1t 1s 
applied to future punishment. In the remaining fifty-four, it uncleni-
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ably expresses endless duration. ·But if in fifty-four cases it is used in 
the endless sense, will Dr. Rexford please give one reason why the 
same meaning should not be applied to these six instances, where it 
is applied to future punishment? The adjective ai(/1/ios, "everlasting," 
is used seventy·one times in the New Testament; and, excepting the 
live in which it is applied to future punishment, it unquestionably 
denotes endless dumtion. Why is it not then just as necessary as it is 
reasonable to believe that in these five cases it means endless duration? 
Will Dr. . Rexford furnish us an exceptional rule? The expression eis 
lo11s monas ton atonon, commonly rendered "for ever and ever," is 
used eighteen times in the New T estament. In fifteen instances it is 
applied to the continuance of glory, perfection, governmen t and praise 
of God. In one it is used to represent the future happiness of the 
righteous; and in the other two it is applied to the future punishment 
of the wicked. Will Dr. Rexford deny that it does also mean endless 
duration in these two instances? If not, why not? 

Now as the same Greek word, atonon, (Matt. 25.46,) represents 
"everlasting punishm~nt" as well as "eternal life," will the Doctor 
inform the reading public by what law of critical exegesis he would 
shorten one member of the antithesis without shortening the other? 
I had always supposed that one side of an antithetical proposition was 
of the same length as the other. If black and white measure each 
other, so "eternal life" measures "everlasting punishment." 

Will his serene dignity pay attention to this "attempted argu­
ment?" After he disposes of this, or attempts to dispose of it, I bind 
myself to marshall to my support many such forces. I suggest, Doc­
tor, that it would be more in harmony with good scholarship, and 
more in keeping with "the eternal fitness of things," that instead of 
pointing your clerical finger toward the mystic "Church Fathers," you 
would summon to your aid such standard authorities as Crabbe on 
Engl/slt S;lflonyms, Webster, Worcester, Adam Clarke, Pickering, Don­
ncgan, Robinson, Greenfield, Bullions, etc. Suppose you try your 
hand on these. Mind you, your reputation as a scholar, as well as 
your reputa tion as a rhetorician, is at stake. 

When we get this question off our hands, then we shall be ready 
to take up, in logical order, the Atonement, the Divinity of Christ, 
:~.nd the Resurrection of the dead, besides kindred questions, such as 
.~. the condit ions of salvation," and the ultimate happiness of all who 
here live in a state of sin, and die in a state o f sin, and who, irrecon­

·ciled to God in this world, pass into the next world under "the wrath 
of God." \Vhen we come to the proper place, we intend to show 
that Universalism is only a system of morality or deism, .and that by 
rejecting the blood of Christ as the procuring cause of salvation, · 
Jesus the Christ is utterly rejected as the Savior of the world. We 

. al~o intend to show, if the con troversy proceeds, that there is not one 
particle of God's mercy in the doc trine of Universalism. We also 
fondly anticipate, that when my respondent shall arrive at the proper 
place, he will prove, or rather a ttempt to prove, by the testimony of 
Scriptures, that "all souls will at last accept" the conditions of salva­
tion. But, from this time forward, one thing at a time. Now, Doc­
tor, erect your logical batteries, and return my lire; or, to change the 
Iigme, suppose we trr the shnrt sword exerc ise. 
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The Doctor's closing sentence, (which rna~ indicate either. reli~~-
f ~ 1. ) that "zf a soul zs 1t.ol worllt savmg, tl IS ment or coarseness o •ee mg . · f d 'P 

not 1t10rfh da1•mi11g,, is 'i•e thmk,I intende~ ~~ ~r::~g ~~~e~~r~ge:e;;t; 
~a~::~lit~l~o~!~f -~ofl~~~;~s.sop.,S~ro;,~~~~~o se~ious ohj~ction t? this 
hs t · 1 sortie because the actor and the auditors cons1st ueaut•fully. 

r e onca , . JO li N F. ROWE. 

DR. REXrORD'S . ~EPLY. 
7 0 tlte Edi"tor of the Gaulle : . . . . 

DEAR Sm: A correspondence on the subJeCt of rebllgJOin, I~ 
I ld t onl aim to advance the truth, ut s lOU 

~:~~~0 t~~~~t:~:~ t~~~f~~r~:I;i:Je~ce111~::e~~~ /c~~~t~~~~~~Jsii~~\~~ 
~a':e~e w;JI.d be ch~r~ct~;ized n~~ra b~o~~~ee~ISfr~~ ~~~;~ li~~~[1~~~i~~~ 
~~~~ ~~e 

0

i~~~~~~'. f~ eve~, 
1

o~f; in a ~olitical ca~e\,~gn~of!~~fioi~ ~~~ 
cussion With me IS not a bnsthng, stnfe. I be . p r . y d I 
truth of certain positions. I have assum.ed regardmg r~ •&•on,! a~, . 

. . nsideratJOn of the ments mvo veu m 
Vth\•ould .have n<? obo~el cltel~t~r:o t~la~owoulcl not in themselves destroy the em, m a senes , 

r grace and desirableness of truth. . . b 
ve Y . 1 n further correspondence until 1t can e I decline 10wever, a Y b li · 1est 
.conducted witl1 the candor and christial1 court~sy e lttmg an can 

e(fort to arriv.e at t.he ~est r~sufltsl of truth %~ldo~~~~~is decision: In the 
I herewith g• ve m bne t1e groun . . f, II 

last communicatiOn of my c ritic I lind such expressJOdnsdas t!1e Io to~~-
. . n . I " tt Now after that e uctiOn e IS ing: "His sc•ent•fic ouns les - I I t. n of all flesh" 

. d . for they have seen t le sa va 10 , . 
adm1rers epart 111 peac~ · 't ·t "-"You magiste rially 
-"That's an answer w•th a vengeance, •sn • . I k" n . " 

I F I " " Rhetonca 1te- y111g -Point to the dreamy Churc 1 at 1ersl --:- d. n"•t , "A sort 
d · · · 1 d" ·ty" 'H•s serene •g Y-"Your reserve muustena 1g 111 ~f 1 · egenerate Ishmaelitish 

of savory sop thrown out to grat• y 11S unr . I t 
.cam~·follo,~ers., This las~ '¥~S ~·sed with referenc~ to ,~Y saymg t 1a 
''if a soul is not worth savmg It IS not worth .da~mng. and I have 

M "ministerial dignity" is referred ~o m _t 'c. a ove, 

ro~l>;h~h~t~~1 a~~,d t~~! ;~~c~n~~ ~~r~t\~~~t::l~~lra~~~~,1t~~ii:J~~~n;lroAe1~kp~c: 
, 1 1 · of contmumg beron: a11 ron to be a party to the unseem y )USmess . ff, II d" 

I. d f b I representation wlllch so e ectua y repu 1-
pub IC an or er o ver a. f .. 1 life as the above represent:ttions 
ateS the COmm~J~ COUrtesl.CS 0 CIVt~\e inclination tO engage in any such 

g~~in~s~.avei n~~)~er~;~~~~~~ ~:~~diness. t\~on~~dnerb:o~xecl~!~~~~e ,:i~t~ 
gious questions m a sencs of letter~, •f t y sufficient u:tran ty can 
any Christian gentleman for whose character a : 

1 
__ g 

1 
·u t 

be given and who while defending what he thmks t le tl ut 1, WI no 
. ' · b 1 · 1 d I am yours trulY make 1t offens1ve Y 11s met 10 s. . E. L. REXFORD. 

AKRON, 0., 1\'f;~y 26th, dl79. 
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THE BASIS_ OF CHRISTIANITY. 
To the Editor ojtl1e Gazdk: 

DEAR SIR: I have carefully read Dr. Rexford's second rejoinder 
to my second article. In order not to mislead and confuse your readers. 
with C?l:npli~ated headlines, and in order also t? clearly define my 
proJ?OSitlom, I have chosen the above heading to this article. I shall 
avo1d. as far as P?Ssibl~ all scholastic jargon, and all speculative and 
uns~nptural termmolog1es. My respondent has chosen as the caption 
of h1s second a rticle, to which this is a reply, "God's Mlrcy Not Seen:n 
the !~carious Sacrifice of C.ltrist"-a ~ery complex and misleading pro­
positiOn. My former art1cle, to wh1ch he replies, was headed: ".Does 
lite l!lood of Clmst Cleanse from Si11?" This is the proposition we a re 
to d1s~uss, and not s.o.mething extraneous to this. As we are examining 
a. Scnptural propos1t1on, and not one that is speculative and metaphy­
Sical, we trust that Dr. Rexford will confine his arguments to the Bible 
~s th; only source of information, as touching the questions involved 
m th1s contro.versy. Before proceeding any further, I wish to inform 
my worthy fnend that I do not propose, in this discussion to represent 
the sentiments of what is termed the "orthodox" world,' and that he 
must not )~old me responsible for the vagaries of Archbishop Anselm, 
] ohn Calvm, and all that sort. I feel bound, however, to notice what­
ever he may adduce from the Word of God. 

I p~esume not to fathom the mind of the Omnipotent, nor to pen­
etra~e h1s deep counsels as they relate to the "vicarious sacrifice of 
Chnst.". We have to do with revealed facts, and not with the 111)1Sierur 
of the Kmgdom of God. The death of Christ forms the basis of Chris­
~ianity, or it does not. I can give·no philosophical reason why God 
m harmony with the p~i nciples of his moral governmen~, ·demanded: 
the death ~f ] esus Chnst, and why he decreed that eternal life, in 
some way, mscrutable to finite minds, must be obtained through that 
cleat~. As my .respondent is fond of analogies, I would remark that 
phys~cally. w~ hve upon death- upon disorganized matter-and that 
phys!cal l.'fe IS perp.etuated ~hrough the medium of death. Can my 
erud1te fn~':d e~plam the pl~1losophy of this process? Let him try it. 
My pr?pOSitto.n 1s, that "wtthout the shedding of blood there is no 
rem1ss1on of sms," and that as the perpetuation of physical life depends 
solely u~on compliance with conditions, so also the securing of spiritual, 
eternal hfe depends on compliance with conditions. • 

I submitted twelve questions to the dear Doctor, with the request 
that .he answer them categorically, and 'specifically, but instead of re­
gardmg my request-which I had a right to expect, and which the 
people haLl a. right to anticipate-like "an owl on stealthy wing" he 
swoops ~way IIllo a dense ju~gle of hypotheses, airy flights, and boshy 
non stq111turs . . Ala.s, that lo~1c should be so mangled and muti lated in 
the l~ouse of 1ts fnends I <;an anybody tell what he means by sub­
tendmg from the angle of h1s mental vision such a proposition as this: 

"The original demand of ju6' icc wnA, that on ncconnt of the s in of Adam • 
the whole hnm Hn fnmily Ahonl<l Ruffer forever if we except perhaps the Rmnll 
number of the" elect" provided for loy the c~price of Calv1nism. IIere waA 
the cloo111 of the race. It was averted by Christ appeari ng ns 0: eub6titute. 
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.And when it iA asked bow Christ, being one person, could suffer nil that the 
-whole race would suffer forever, it i~ answered that he being infinite, could 
·suffer nA much, and did Ruffer, in his death, as much a" t~e whole human fa';ll­
.ily could suffer for an et•rnity. If the term of nuffermg W:lll les.,ened, 1t.s 
intensity was inerea.~ed and hence the product w • A undiminiAhed . . So much 
agony wall due the divii1e law, anrl it WM provided and cmlure(l hy Christ." 

This may be an answer to Archbishop Anselm and John C~lvin, 
.e/ id genus omne, but I beg leave to remind Dr. Rexford that he IS not 
.debating with the distinguished dead, but· with my humble self. I 
make no defence of their scholastic theories. I do not talk about the 
blood of Christ as I would about money and merchandise-so much 
money for so much merchandise. I am no more responsible for. the 

1 ~ntditics of Calvin. than I am responsible· for the unsupported assertions 
of my respondent. The cardinal doctrine of Universalism, that the 
sinner must "pay as he goes along"-that without the interven tion of 
·God's mercy he must work out his own salvation-is a doctrine more 
.mercenary, and pitched on a lower plane, than anything the rigid and 
frigid John Calvin ever wrote. It is enough for me to know, as ex­
pressed in the language of Paul, that "we see Jesus, who was made a 
little lower than the angels for (by) the suffering of death, crowned 
with glory and honor; that he by tlu (.'race of God shou ld taste death 
for every man." [Heb. 2:9.) Dr. Rexford has no room for "grace" 
in his theory. He has no room in his theology for the 53d chapter of 
I saiah, in which Christ is represented as having "/Jome our griefs," 
"carn'td our sorrows;" as strickm, smiltm of God, and nfllirld;" as hav­
ing been " ?tJOitTided for our transgressions," "l>ntised for our iniquities;" 
that "the chastisment of our peace was upon lu'm, and wdlt Ius stripu 
we are healed." This is what our friend ironically calls "substitution." 
I am unable to tellltow the sufferings of Christ, or the duration of his 
sufferings, or the charac ter of his sufferings, bring "life and immor­
:tality to light." God does not allow me to set aside palpable facts by 
m1y crude speculations. 

Evidently Dr. Rexford does not believe in the "pardoning 
power. " He thinks it would be unjust in a Governor to pardon a 
<:riminal before the term of his sentence has expired. B e denies that 
either the Governor or the people have a right to release a condemned 
.man from the penalty of retributive law. O n this principle he would 
.n ever forg1ve his own guilty child; he would never forgive rebels 
against the ci vii government who have laid down their arms; no, he 
would never proclaim an amnesty. All this would be so unjust ! 
Wonder if the Doctor belie ves in the death penalty for the crime of 
murder. Oh, no, the Doctor will not allow God to forgive sins 
through Jesus Christ. . After a cnminal has paid the full penalty of 
violated law, and stands outside of his prison-house a free man, he 
snaps hi~ fingers disdainfully and triumphantly says-" No thanks to 
judge or jury, or to the people, or to the c'emency of the .Governor, 
for I have fully satisfied the law." Let us suppose one of Mr. Rex­
ford's sinners to be standing before the great white throne. While 
·Other redeemed sinners u.re ~houting in the presence of the coronated 
King, "Unto luin that loved us, and washed us from our sins in his 
.own blood, and hath made us kings and priests unto God and his 
Father; to liim be glory and dominion for ever and ever," the Doctor's 
:Sinner- supposed to be there-shouts aloud: "No thanks to God, no 
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thanks to the Son of Cod n h 
to the Bible or to the pre~ch~rt an;s to the blood of Christ, no thanks-. 
I 7llork~d my way to lor I ·:- am my own savior, I saved myself 
sys!cm as that, . whcr~ is {J;ert:•dp~~~~:ttcrm~st farthing I" ln such ~ 
act•on ? There is none I t st e mottve for moral or relig ious 
it. H e does not .belicvc ~~~a ev~~· _and I challenge my friend to show 
but he believes "in its SJ'mb~;r~m.!,tter~~;alue;; _of _the blood of Christ, 
as to tell us what it symbolizes? 'fh y we ' will you _be so good 
symbol. G ive us the basis H . ere must be a basts for every 
traces of the literal blood f . t e JUStly . says, "we could find th~ 
deitie_s a nd among the dar~en:~~~~~~~le n t on th_e al tars of t1Je old Aztec 
was (Is?) WOrshiJllJed" V t Ss.of all ttme, where llll angry god. 
"d · ery rue tr · but wl · ~rkened souls" get the idea of ' ··fi' Jere, pray, d td these 
den ve the idea froin llttma . d saCI I lce and atonement? Did they 
(; ' ' n w1s om or f o h h ' ron; nature? As the re is noth in i , r m t~man p llosophy, or 
the Idea of sacrifice and ro Jitiatfon n. na ture or tn rea~on t~ suggest 
supernatural revelation PNol nlatt ' Itt mdust have had Its ongin in a . 

'f · · ' e r 10 w egraded · even I It has sunken to the low de th , . . a nation may be,. 
of expia tion a nd propitiation rev!:· t s r FetH;_h•s_m, th~ ~elt necessity 
be traced back to the first o p . ·' s t 1crc. rlHs traditiOn can only 

· rgamzallon of soeiet 1 1 • 
com'!landed the erection of the fir 1 y, ~v Jere t le Almighty 
o_rda~,ned tl~at "without the sheddinst ~~ tt~ o~ sac;nfi~e, and ~~h~n he 
sms. This fact of itself upsets tl~e who~~ t~here IS no r~m tssJo_n of' 
~nd here we propound the ques tion to Dr R : ory of Univer?~ll~m . 
tlon be perpetuated a ny length of t' ·, cxford-Can an mstJtu­
H ow cou ld Ime t lat never had a n origin?· 
"Thirteen t~ro~i~~~~c \t~=~e ~~~ F ourth of 1 ~IY_ if the people of the. 
eventfu l and memorable day? d eclart d their mdependcnee on that. 

My friend should not beg tl · b . 
and a want of frank and e 1C qu~stton y erymg out " in tolerance· 
both have the privil e~.- of 1 nc~~us lll;>erty to think, " so long as we· 
untrammeled rrcss. If he ~ee I tscussJon through the medium of am 
~he fo undation upon whic h h~es~a ~~rt f ecause we doubt t!1e solidi ty of 
Impug n his motives or doubt tl _s, le. must not hence Infer that we 
orable disputant 1 dare not d t~e smccnty. of his heart. As an hon- -

~'mdoncost distcussdinfj his d1~mcte~·, ~:~~- hi~:,~;;;,~10~~~~~gr~~:1d , ~eens, that
1 

I 
no rca 111 the Uible that] ' Cl . . . ays le 

~ave us from God." No d r' ; · us m st came mto th1s world to· 
mto this world to save usrfi ? · u~ you deny that Jesus C hris t came 
h • rom our SillS You tt 1 d . 

t a t pervades every page of the N . : u er Y . eny a doctnn~ 
the doct rine of Christ's med· t l ~w bl cs tament. While you discard 
th . · ta ors 11p c twecn God d 

c same tunc say that you "believe tl t J . an man_, you at: 
tween man and a ll tll ~t ,·s b la, esus IS the Mediator be--
l . · • " a ov~ ma11 ' T 1 · . . 
IStlc. Who or what do ou refer . o m_e t liS IS ne bu-
lt must be something, in~xpl icabletol by the expressiOn •' ab~'e man 7" 
tween God and man. 0 me, that reposes mtdway be-

. !vfy fr iend affects to be ver)' 1 1 k . 
wil l mflic t etern al unish t m uc l s we ed at the tdea tha t God 
question we are ci isc~ssin r;~c~o upon the . wil fully disobedient. The· 
lion, but one that affects ~~~ sta~i~~lc tl;~ ~~,rounded on na tural affec- -
one which involves th e rin t I yo. ? s moral g~vernment, and. 
D octor is delighted with iliust~fti~~ of .Just~ clle and rectttude. As th~-

s, "e WI suppose a case. Suppose 

I .... 

' T 

" 
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the son of some fath er a hundred or five hundred miles from home, 
commits a cold-blooded murder. Does our dear Doctor lose a ny sleep 
on account of that d is tant murder? Docs his appe tite fail him? 
Does he deny himself of the enjoyments of society? Does he banish 
music and merriment from his home? To ask these questions is to 
a nswer them. T he fath er of the criminal son is bowed dow n in g rief, 
no one can tell the agony of his heart, sleep has departed from his 
couch, and he has no desires for the pleasures of society. Suppose 
Dr. R exford and this man change places. Would there not be a 
change in the f edings of both parties? The Doc tor might now mourn, 
but the other man would have no cause for mourning. Why not? 
Simply because the suffering endured in either case is a suffering that 
proceeds from the natural affections; so _that when a man dies, and 
his natural affections a re c ut ofT, there comes an ena to this kind of 
suffering. While a godly mother is dra1t111 lo1tmrd her criminal son 
through the medium of he r a ffcctional nature, her spiritual nature at 
the same time nvo/ls at the enormity of his c rime, and draws mmy 
from· contact with such a depraved soul. · J\s neither flesh nor blood 
can inherit the Kingdom of God, all suffering ceases when the ran­
somed spi ri t passes the c rystal gates of glory. Thus we have disposed 
of a nother sophism . 

In my first article I said that I would like to know on what prin­
ciple of God's moral government Dr. Rexford will save a s inn er from 
e ternal punishment who dies in a n impenitent stale. 1f a man is in a 
stale ol sin, under sentence of eternal death-which is the Scriptural 
argument throughout- and dies despising the Gospel and cursing God, 
by what means, beyond the present period of reconciliation, as well as 
beyon d the grave, will this incorrig ible sinner be eternally saved? 
You say eternal punishment is unreasonable and unworthy of God. 
H ow can a finite mind know? The question is th is: Must not the 
measure of God's f tmislmu:nt be the measure of God'.!< juslia 7 And 
who wi ll presume to measure the justice .of the infinite God? Wha t 
was the measure of Chris t's atonement ? W as it a finite or a n infinite 
atonement? If finite, then the punishment of sin may be limited; if 
infinite, then who dare say that punishment may not be eternal? 1f 
man dies in a slate of s in, and no provision is made in the Gospel for 
m .tn tit a slate of si1l b~yo11d tiff grn11e, Dr. Rexford will enlighten many 
eyes uy letting us k now how this is to be consummated. 

I have an idea the ,Doctor was ofT his guard when he made the 
following statement: "The re is a di vine la w of 'imprisonment for 
debt, " and men are not free till they ar<:' rti;llt (made right?) before all 
the divine laws. These laws ought to be kept and not cance lled, and 
while I bel ieve in the blood of Christ, in its symbolism, I am shocked 
that any man in these days should insist upon its literal value in the 
economy of divine P rovidence." But the question still returns: If a 
man dies in a state of sin, and goes out of th is world with murder in 
his heart a nd blood upon his ha nds, it d evolves upon our responcent 
to show, by an appeal to the inspired Word of God, when in the far 
future, that man wi ll be "made rig/it before all the divine la ws." It is 
wholly an assumption that such a character will be made finally 
holy a nd happy. It is a hazardous adventure, even in the administra­
tion of civil law, to seulc questions of jus tice a nd CCJuity by in terposing 
the promptings of the natural affec tions. 
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broth~;,; i~=~~?r~'s illus~ration of lhe " sick child" and the "strong 
is the cre~tion ~~~~lf;atu•to_us. _I h~ve not assumed that position: that 
of some illustrious m ~wnl •m.a~matwn. ! _shall h~ve to call in the aid 
the followin r r .e.ap lYSICian or sophist to Rid me in untwistin 
tal vision . ,¥rtisor.os~\•on, subtended from a certain angle of his men~ 
and p nni; hment i so~ne.~f~~nefi_~ of thehpeople that government exists, 
it is asked what · · le ~· ~ to ~ at general result. And when 
r esults in obedience p_u111shmelnt Is JUst, It must be answered, thnt which 
good " 1'1 . . , mnsmuc l as obedience io just laws is the highest 

· 11s •s another fa llacy It · 1 results in obed ' , I ' : IS lere assumed that "puni~hment 
Our criminal c~~~:ontr:~~? :~- s~nl~ cases, bu_t is it a univ~r~al Ja,y ? 
lators of the law a s h Is o assumption. Incornglble VIO­

Are they sorry b 're sor~ w en apprehended by our civil officers. 
cause they have ~~ause t ey Jlave done wrongs, or sorry simp ly be­
lured for just as s:~ c~pture ? Sorry because they have been cap­
found a t thci.r old tric~ JC>: escape the clut~hes o f the law, they are 
laws is the hi hest 5 ~gam . .1 freel>: admit th~t "~bedience to just 
the day of hisg deatl~oo1 . t d~ut l_f. the s_mner persists m disobedience till 

Wh D , w ~~ ISpositlon will you make of him 7 
. en r. R exford Irreveren tly declares that " G d' . . 

s~et~ 111 cancdl!izg j ust p enallier , I ' . . . o s _mercy zs 1101 
pi CIOn that he does not b r . , ~e aJt once ex~Ites 111 my mmd the sus-
and I hence infer that h~ J.eve in esus J~hnst as the Son of God ; 
tian. A ' . IS on y a mora Ist, a deist, and not a Chris­
God slai;~r~~~~Jwh~ de~•e~ tha t J esus the Christ is "the Lamb of 
"cancel just en~~i e~~~ n atiOn of the world,, and that God cannot 
the foundatio~ of Chri _th~ough } hat name, takes a_way at one stroke 
ing blood of Cl . Stia111ty. f <tke away the sacnfice and the aton­
morals of Sene~:• st, and, so fa r as worl? ly matters are concerned, the 
the fatalism of B~~~:~e/an~eclts o~ ]t~Sti~Ian, the pantheism of Budha, 
all practical ur os , an . t le ~ Iatnbes of Mormonism, will answer 
it is written, ~nd th~s; it t~\~~ (xxiv. 46,.47) records. this fact: "Thus 
the dead the third d oved Chnst to suffer, and to rise from 
be preached . ;. . ay. and that repentance and ?-emission of s£ns should 
P e ter ~nd Pa~~ t~~~~~'t t~m~g a!\ nations, beginning at J erusalem." 
God, in the na~~ of ,J le cr~st e~,, preached a?s~l u te obedience to 
Yet here is ~ I esus lnst, for the remiSSion of sins" and 

''man w1o confronts God AI · h b ' asserting that "God's . . m•g ty Y blasphemiously 
The words ~f the Apos~;:r_JYI•s not ~een 1m cancelling just penalties I" 
every spirit but try tl ~ '.n ar~ In pace: . ' 'Beloved, believe not 
many fa lse prophets areleg~~~n~ t· ettherh they are of God: because 
the Spiri t of G d E . . u m O·,t e world. H ereby know ye 
in the flesh is ~f b ~v.er.y spmt that c?~lfesses that] esus Christ is come 
Christ is come in oth. ·~l dl cv_ery .spmt that confesses not tha t Jesus 
anlichrist whereof ye :ave~ 1 ~~ nlot ~f God; and !/lis £s that spirit of 
already is it in the world~' lear t lat It should come; and even now 

Our dea r Doctor is not d U · . 
rationalis t-a man of d eve!~ a goo · mversahst ; he i~ simply a 
socie ty a fin e orator go~ mor·tl•ty, a gentleman of good standing in 
some r~l igious f~elin'g;n ho~s • ./a gloodc·~cl!o~ar. H e ~as no doubt 
see. . u II ere t lC ''nstza?l comes m, we fa il to 

JOHN F. ROWE. 

', 
·, 
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D~ REXFORD ~ETI~ES ON HIS DIGNITY. 
To tlu Editor of tlu Gazette: 

DEAR SIR: I have read with much surprise, and no doubt your 
readers have read with equal surprise, Mr. Rexford's refusual to con­

.tinue our discussion of the theological diffe rences existing between us. 
H e gives certain reasons for abruptly closing the d iscussion. Whether 
the reasons he assigns will satisfy the public yet. remains to be seen. I 
regard his reasons as utterly puerile. I defy him to show where I have 
in the least impunged his motives or called in question the honesty of 
his hear t. He asserts that I have violated " the common courtesies of 
civil life " by certain 11 expressions" and "methods" of debate. My 
style is my own ; b ut what has s tyle or method of expression to do 
with argumen t? 

L et us glance a t some of Ius " courtesies." I n the first place he 
d eclined replying to my first a rticle because it appeared over an anony­
mous signature, and yet in the very same issue of the Gazelle where 
his declination appears he replies to an anonymous article signed "G !" 
He next a lludes to me as his "7tlould be critic," which expression was 
meant as a contemptuous sneer, and as intended to d isparage my abil­
ty to measure lances with him. Then he speaks of my 1 1 a/templed 
arguments," by which expression he meant to convey the idea that my 
arguments were unworthy respectful notice. And yet I did not com­
plain. And in his last communication of May 26 he uses the 
follow ing language : "I hold myself in readiness to conside r some of 
these re ligious questions in a series of letters, if they can be exchanged 
with any Christian gentleman for whose charactcr asufTicientguaranty can 
be given." What does he mean by this insinuation? Docs he mean 
to asperse my Christian character? Is not that the implication? Does 
he not decl ine discussing with me on the ground tha t I am not a 
"Christian gentleman?" And this is Ius exhibition of what he is 
pleased to style "the common courtesies of civi l life! " 

H e now proposes to discuss my Christian "ch:..racter," ancl let the 
argument go. Let me assure the reverend gentleman that such a ma­
neuver as that docs not fill the bill. I make no defense of my Christian 
character. This community, among whom 1 have associated for thir­
teen years, may decide upon my character, while you and · I, si r, will 
take care of this theological discussion. No, sir, the fact is, you have 
very uncavalierly backed down from a discussion of the issues between 
us, and you dare not meet them. No, sir, the verdict of this commu­
n ity is, that you are routed, " foot, horse and d~agoon." It is well 
known that you have not given a direct answer to one of the many 
questions I have submitted to you in all fai rness and candor. But 

'
1 He who lights and ru ns away, 
M'\y li ve w fight another day." 

T he followi ng questions remain unanswered, and until they are 
answered Dr. Rexford must pass in th is community as only a rationalist, 
and not as a Christian 

1. Do you believe the Bible, or any portion of it, to be inspired? 
2. Do you believe the Bi ble, or any portion of it, to be supernat­

urally revealed? 
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3· Do you believe ~hat Jesus C:hri.st is "the Son of the living G~d" 
-the Logos that was "m the begm nmg "-"Immanuel" (God with 
us); that " by Him were all things created; " that "without Him was 
not anyth ing made that was made;" and that " H e is before all things 
and that by Him all things consist? " ' 

4 Is Jesus Christ the author of e ternal salvation ? 
S· I s salvation conditional or unconditional ? 
6. If "all the promises of God r'11 Him are yea, and in Hlin 

Amen," can a man be saved who is uol in Him? 
. 7· If a man "dies in his sins," how may we infallibly know that, 
m the far future, he will be delivered from his sins? . 

8. lf ':the ~o~pel is the power of God unto salvation to every 
one who . bel.1eves 1t,. can a man, under the Gospel dispensation, be 
saved who wilfully reJects the Gospel? · 

9· Are mankind 1i 1 a st.1te o.f siu, and if so, does Chris t redeem 
from a state of sin ? 

1 o. Does God pardon sinners, and if so, o n what condition? 
1 1. Do you believe mankind could have been saved without the 

advent and willing sacrifice of Christ? 
1 2 .• Can you sho w, ei th~r by reason or revelation, how the pen­

alty o f Sill could be removed without the death resurrection and glori-
fication o f Christ? ' 

Jn co~~lusi?n 1 wish to say that while I regard Dr. Rexford's sys­
tem of. rehg10n 1s wholly untenable, 1 take pleasure in saying, at the 
sam~ lime,. that I have among the Universalist people some good and 
prec1ous fn e.nds, for whom l have a high personal regard, whom I es­
te~m very h1ghly on account of their many virtues, and who are high­
mmded and ho no rable in spite of the dangerous a nd defenceless 
system. 

I presume to say that if my Christian character shall be sufficiently 
endorsed, ~nd l promise to employ only pure speech and elegant style, 
that the sa1d "Rev. E. L. R exford, D. D.," will resume the discussion 
according to promise. The Doctor shall have " candor and Chris tian 
courtesy," and plenty of argument to boot. 

JOHN F. ROWE. 

FO~MAL CHALLENGE. 
. ~ow, Sir, since you. decline discussing with a man of doubtful 

Chnsllan chnracter, we jo mtly challenge you to a n o ral d iscussion of 
the theolog ical differcnc ies existing between us to be held in this p lace 
I . ' ' t1e tun c of debate to be fixed to suit your own convenience. We 
~romise you a knigh ~ worthy of your steel,, a mmt of character, a nd, 
h ke yourself, the JXCSident o f a college. W1ll you take up the glo ve ? 
Or if you fc~l. your o~m incompetency to defend your system, you sha ll 
have the pnvilege, . S1r, to select a c hampio n from among your own 
~anks. H ere now IS a n opportunity to d isting uish yourself. Mind, it 
IS your system, not the character o f John F. Rowe, that is to be dis-
cussed. J OHN F. ROWE, 

C. C. SMITH. 
AK RON, Ohio, June 4, 1879· 

' ' 

•' 
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j QARD. 

To the Editor o.f 1/u Gazdle: 
· · DEAR S IR : Our attention has been called to a communicntion in 
your last issue from Dr. E. L. Rexford, in whicl! ~ertain in.sinua tions 
are thrown out concerning the characte r and Chnst~an stan.dmg. of El­
der John F. Rowe, which, .among. those. not acquamted w1th h1m, are 
calculated to beget a prejud1ce agamst hun. 

We wish therefo re , through the columns ?f your paper, to say that 
we believe Mr. Rowe to be an earnest Chnsllan gentleman, whose 
character is above reproach, Very respectfully, 

C. C. SMITH, P astor Church of Christ. 
LEVI ALLEN, 
JACOB RHODES, 
WM. SJSLER, 

Elde rs o f the Church of Christ, i\ kron, Ohio. 
F. M. GREEN, 

Cor. Sec'y General Christian Missionary Convention. 
AKRON, 0., june 3, 1879· 

BELLIGE~ENT THEOLOGY. 

To 1/u Editor of the Gazelle: 
DEAR S I R : I find in the last issue of your paper a " F ormal 

Challenge" to debate orally the q uestions of theological dif~crencc, etc. 
This challenge is signed by ] oh n F. Rowe and C. C. Smllh. ln .the 
challenge I am asked if I will "take up the glove, " and I am pr01mscd 
an opportunity to "distinguish myself." . . . 

Permit me to say in reply that 1 am 111 no fightm.g mood, as th1s 
"taking up the glove" would indicate. 1 am not anx1ous for any .bel­
ligerent exercise. My proposi tion to exchange letters o n these rehg1ous 
questio ns, with any Christian gen tlem.a n whose methods ?o. not offend 
the common sense of proprie ty, remams um:hanged. lt IS 111 your p:l­

p~r of t wo weeks ago. l still abide by it. 

SEI.F' DIST INCTION. 

These challe ngers are more genero us than I could desi re, in th.eir 
proffer of opportunities for me to d isting.u!sh ~1ysclf. .I .must dechne 
their generosity in this ~espec~. My amb1llOil Ill any rehg1ous e ndenvor 
will be abundantly saus fi ed 1f I can advance the truth and I should 
prefer to e ngage in that work with p~rties with wl.10m lh~ tho.ught of 
self distinction is evidently 1i ot so man1fest. A rat10nal fa1 th, ~mcerely 
held, will answer my chief d esire in ~his reg~r.cl, am~ if tl~e thought of 
self distinction is the leading thought 111 a re l1g10us d1scuss1on, as these 
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challengers manifestly regard it I com . 
are willing so to put self ad van ' bmefind them. to other parties who 

J dd. . I c cement e ore the s•mple truth 
n a l!ion may say that 'f I · · 

lieve I should look in se~eral • wer~ ~eek•~g s~lf distinction I be-
more prom1smg di rections. 

. REFLECTIONS ()N CHARACTER. 
Penn.t me a word as to the · · . 

last Gazdlt. I cast no reflecti acc~satlon of tlus kmd contained in the 
passages from Mr. Rowe's arti~~~ whf'ated all I meant. I quoted the 
for others as well as for myself fro cl~ prevented me, out of respect 
advanced a sentiment whi~h 'r ce~~a~.~r r~er co~re?J?Ondence. I had 
soul is not worth savin it is Y 10 a_s leg1t1mate, that "if a 
the eternal anguish of ! soui n~t wo~th da~nmg." . }'his was said of 
that if God should lind in H: . belteve, with und1v1ded persuasion 
ties or possibil ities in it, inst'~a~n l v;r~~ a soul th~t h~d no good quali~ 
a llow it to drop out of existence ra~her ~~I tormenl•~g. It fore~er, wo~ld 
for the mere purpose of bein . bl lan hold •t m consciOus bemg 
soul is not worth saving it is ;otm•se~~ e. ~ence my sentence "if a 
your correspondent said . ,. It · wor dammng." Of this sentiment 
( ) · IS a savory sop thro ·r · my unregenerate and Ish J't· h • wn out to grat1 y h1s Tl . d' . . mae I IS camp-followers" 

. us 1splay of character warrant d f 11 · · .. 
d•scussion. It was a gross rene t' e ~c ~~~ Y m declmmg all further 
era) demoralization, passed upon Ce~~~~ aU ~ I erat.e ~CCUSatJOn Of gen­
and all other people who a tt d ,{ mv~rsahst m the community, 
Church. en t e serv•ccs of the Universalist 

. This is the ground of m ref 1 . . • 
wd_l _not discuss the questio/of r~~f ito contmue. the d•scuss•on. I 
rehgloi•s truth h a~ manificstly d gl<;>u,s truth With a man for whom . · one so 1ll e 

In the est imation of C C s · h J : 
Sisler and F •1 G · 

1 
· mit ' ,evJ Allen, Jacob Rhodes Wm 

' · " · reen ]o 1n F R b ' · 
these ideal Christian ge~tlemen · b ~~~e ~ay ~ the very perfection of 
my ~ind of a Christian entlcm~n u -~ or~gOJng fac ts do not reveal 
but Jt is said sometimes ~hat "tl . -~~ •s a dlffere~ce of taste no doubt, 

I believe th t ,. . . l_ere IS no accountmg f or taste." 
a re •gwn •s ent1tled to d 

common c ivility, recognized even b thsor;:e regar on tl,l,e score of a 
the man who can not tolerate d'ffi Y. e !-l~rege~eratc world, and 
~dvocates with bein "unrc e~ 1 enng opm10n .'~•thout charging its 
IS the man with wh~m l w~l erat~~nd Ishmaellllsh camp-followers" 
though all the clergymen a•~ d ~~! •scu}s ~he q_ue?tion of theology, 
country, of like mindedness should~n~ o t I~ DCIIsc!pl_e Church in the 

1 am yours tn'll n orsc liS lns!lan character. 
Akron, Ohio, June ro, 1~79_ E. L. REXFORD. 

P. S.-As to an oral debate I . . · 
prospects for such an cntertaiJ;m ~ay say, my •m~ress1on is that the 
that it will be difficult to lind ent IS not eJ~couragmg for the reason 
except a challenge that co~es ~~fthself-~espect!ng ~ niversalist who will 
challenge contained in last Sunday'sst~~ ~an l f~~/ ill grace,~s. d~es the 
g loves" or seeking self-distinction u t . e. are not p•ckmg up 
when any parties will invited' . . \Ve/re labonng for the trutll, and 
truth and not for the mere cxc:~~usswn or the sake of advancing the 
be found, I trust, among Univer;~f/~:s of ~OJ~tr~versy,_enough men can 
engage in a religions inquiry to learn wl\lvatotlm D~CC?mmg hu!llility wi ll 

' le IVIIIe truth IS. 

E. L. R. 

... 
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THE ~TE OE THE WICKED. 
To lite Editor of the Gaulle : 

DEAR SrR : Dr. Rexford having declined to continue the discus­
sion of the tenents of Universalism, and having been urged by many 
of the c itizens of this community to prosecute the investigation of the 
doctrinal basis of Christianity, I will, with your permission, comply 
with the wishes of the interested parties, and proceed ad libitum. 

The great question, as at first introduced into the columns of your 
paper, and which I intend to keep prominent before your readers, is not 
a question of speculation or of human philosophy; nor is it a question 
of opinion or sentiment, but a sober question of fact; a fact that must 
be sustained by homogeneous testimony, such only as the H oly Scrip­
tures afford. One ma~'s opinion, or one man's theory, is of as much 
importance as any other man's. Theories, and opinions, and sentiment 
prove nothing. The proposition and the proof must always be homo­
geneous; that is, of the same character. We prove a mathematical 
problem by mathematical evidence, and not by historical evidence. 
We do not prove a historical proposition by historical evidences o( bot­
any and geology. A supernatural proposition is sustained, not by 
natural, but by divine testimonies. Having premised these general 
statements, I will now proceed to show, by an appeal to the Bible, that 
the fl!ndamental doctrine of Universalism is a grand delusion. 

Concerning the fate of the wicked, the Old Testament says, they 
are to be "turned into hell ;" "their name" is to be "put out for ever 
and ever;" "the portion of their cup" is "snares, fire and brimstone, 
and a horrible tempest;" "they shall perish; consume into smoke; 
consume away;" they "shall die in their iniquity;" they "shall rise to 
shame and everlasting contempt;" their "joy is but for a moment;" 
their • ~'candle shall be put out," and their "hopes perish;" their "hope 
is as the giving up of the ghost;" their "triumphing is short;" their "end 
shall be cut off;" a day which "burns like an oven shall burn them up, 
and leave them neither root nor branch;" they "shall suddenly be de­
stroyed, and that without remedy;" God "will laugh at their calamity, 
and mock when their fear cometh ;" "he will tear them in pieces, and 
and there shall be none to deliver;" "their expectation shall perish;" 
their "hope shall be cut off, and thei r trust be a spider's web." 

In the New Testament we read of those who shall be "severed 
from among the just;" who shal l be "cast out into outer darkness·" 
who shall "depart into everlasting fire;" who shall "lose their souls; .. 
who shall be "destroyed, soul and body, in hell;" who "shall not sec 
life, but the wrath of God abideth on them ;" the Judge at "the end of 
the world" -shall "send forth his angels, and gather· them out (not into) 
of his kingdom, and cast them into a furnace of fire ;" they are "re­
served to 'the day of judgment to be punished;" "who shall be punished 
with an everlasting destruction, from the presence o( the Lord and the 
glory of his power ;" ''the smoke of their torment ascendeth up for ever 
and ever;" "they are bound hand and foot, and cast into outer dark­
ness;" they "receive their good things," "their portion" in this 
life, and they are "tormented" in the life to come; an im-
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passable " gulf " is placed be tween them and the blessed · they 
"die in thei r sins; where Chris t is gone, they cannot come:, they 
" h r · " I 1 

never av~ _Iorgtveness ;_ t 1ey shall come out of their graves "unto 
the resurrectton of damna tton ;''"the mist of darkness is reserved to them 
for ever ;" "the heavens and the earth which are now are kept in store 
reserved un to lire against the day of judgment and pe;dition of ungodly 
me~ ;" "there is a sin unto dea th, " for which we are not to pray and 
whtch "shall not be forgiven, neither in this world nor in the wo;ld to 
~orne;" thei: nam~s shall be " blotted out of the Book of Life;" they are 

clouds earned wt th a tempest," "to whom is reserved the blackness of 
da rkness for ever ;" "the dev il that deceived them shall be cast into the 
lake of lire ~nd brimstone, where the beast and the false prophet are, 
and shall be tormented day and night for ever and ever·" " and these 
sha ll go away in to everlasting punishment. " We have' quoted from 
the following passages of Scripture: P sa. 9:17 ; 9:15 ; r r:6; 37:2o ; 
E zek. 3:r8, 19; 33:8,9 ; Dan. 12:2 ; Job2o:s;-Prov. 24:2o; Job 8:1 3, 
11:20, 2o:s ; Psa. 37:38 ; Mal. 4:1 ; P rov. 29: 1, 1:26 ; Psa. so:22j Prov. 
r o:z8, r 1:7; Job 8: r4 ; Matt. 13:49, 8: 12, 25 :30, 41 ; Mark 8:36; Matt. 
r o:28; John 3:36; Matt. 13:41, 42 ; 2 Pet. 2:9; 2 Thess. r:9; Rev. 
14:rr ; Matt. 22 :1 3 ; L uke r6:25, z6; John 8:21; Mark 3:29; John 
5:29; 2 Pet. 2: 17, 3:7; r John s :x6 ; Matt. 12:32 ; R ev. 3:5; 2 Pe t. 
2:17 ; Jude 13; Rev. 2o:r o; Matt. 25:46. 

_On the. dura tion of punishmeHt, I commen ted sufficiently in my 
prevt~u s art1cle~. The f~t lcrum upon which the entire system of Uni­
versah~m res.ts IS the dental o~ endless punishment. As I have fully 
met thts denta l and exploded _It by an appea! to the original Greek, as 
well as by refere? ce to tl~ e vanous text~ of Scnpture, I will next advance 
some corroboratt~g testunony from the very best-the most reliable­
Greek (and. English) scholar_s. The q uestion is often put, especially 
by superfictal rea~ers and _thmk~rs-:- "Will God p unish a human being 
forever, for what IS done m a hfettme ?" Let us hear the at¥hor of 
Ecce Deus on th is question : 

''For ex~~ pie:. a ma n commits a p etty larceny ; would the objector say 
tha t a month s tmp n sonmen t would be enoug h 7 Anothe r toa n say commi ts a 
murder; would the. o~jcctor say t~at a year's punishment would suffice 7 But 
why shou ld one c runlllal be pumshed n m onth and the othe r a year? I t is 
!lrg~d that the nature of the c ri!ne <fe tcrmineo thn.t. Let.this be granted; the n 
1t wdl _a ppear. tha t the proporlt on IS not one real ly of Lime, bu t of turpitude. 
I~ re~llty, soc te ty pro~eeds upon th is princ iple : th a t the extent of t ime occu~ 
p1ed In the perpe ~rnlton of a criminal ne t is n ot to be tn.ken into account in 
conPide r ing the pu_niPhmcnt which ia to be a warded. Nor ough t it to be ac­
C~JUnted of. Less lime ma y be. oc?upird in taking away a life than in commit­
tlllg a burglary ; .but on the prtnu pic_ of a at r ict proporti on (which Rophis ticnlly 
pro~ecds on the Hl!'a of me re dura tton). the burglar shou ld undergo a lon~et 
p um s hment th a n the ru mderer. But society will no t all ow this· i ts moral in­
stincts overrul e its sentimentalities, a nd demand that the gravity of the crime 
should de te rmine th e g ravity of the punish ment. (pp. 210- 20.) 

. '_'Time h as n? mi!igating inOucnce upon guilt. The question be tween-the 
~rlmtn_al and ~uctcty I R not one of time, hut of penitence, and so long as he is 
unp.rntt~nt so;•et~ ntuRI, by_ a comp'!lsion deeper th a n all formal Jaw, mark a nd 
avotd l11m. • Socie ty punts hes (m ore or less lil?htly more or leRR di­
rec!ly ,) nil in~pc~i t.!'n t of!en~~crs against its la1vs, and puiu shea'them throughout 
their whole llf('tiiJlc, wlu ch 18 aM much of eternity us its re tributi ve infl uence 
can cncnntpas~. Jn very grave cnseR, indeed, ~ociety wi ll . n ot a ll ow the pena l 
~harlow to pass from thc .rcpnlntion e ven a fter ciea th . So truly is t hi s the case, 
tha t I hl•re arc na lll i.'R wlu eh <'anont nnw he pronounce<! , though they represent 

' \ 
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long extinct lives, withou t br inl?ing a frown llpon the countenances of a ll who 
hear them I I s this ctrrnal puntsh rucnt, or is it not ? (lbitl, p . 212. ) 

" If vice be itA ow n punish ment tno t only indiviclunlly, but socially, in a 
•full degree), why s hould the thie f be impi·isoncd , or the murde rer execntcd 7 
W hy not leave each to the tormenting remorse of his own conscie nce." (p. 
216.) 

T hese are substantia lly the same a rguments I have already pre­
-sented, on ly in another fonn. Let us now hear Moses Stuart­
confessedly one of America's finest scholars, and whose knowledge of 
philology and the anc ient languages no one dare call in quest ion··-on 
the meaning of the word " everlasting" as represented in the Greek 
Qriginal. H ere is wha t he says : 

"I trust it will not be questioned i n regard to the nine cases where a:on is 
npplied to the h appiness of the righteous in a nother world, and the fi fty-one 
ca$es where <J'..onios 1s applied to the same, tha t a h ;LppincRs withou t limit•, 1vilhout 
-end, is intended to be designated. Can i t reru;on ably be doubtl'd, then, th a t the 
five cases i n which ccon is applied to the futu re pun ishml'nt of the wicked, a nd 
the seven cases in which cconios is a~plied to the same subject, have a meaning 
like that of the preced ing cases ? rhe t ime designated in both is future, the 
world is futnre. The intention of the writers seem~ very appa rently to h:Lve 
been similar in both case8. The inva riable laws of inte rpre tation, therefore, 
would seem to demand a l ike exegesis. I take i t to be a ru le in cons tr uing nil 
.an ti thetic forms of expre•sion that, where y.ou can perceive the force of one Ride 
of the antithesis, you do of cour se come to a knowledge of the for ce of the other 
side. If life elemal is proni iMed on one side, and deaJ.h et.enwl is threatened on the 
o ther and opposite one, is it not to be Rupposcd that the world eternal whi ch 
-q ualifies deal.h is a word of equal force and impor t wi th the won! elemal which 
q ual i fies life.t In n o other case could a d oubt be r a ised with r egard to such a 
principle. I venture to say tha t the exception here (if such a one muRt be 
made) is without any pamllel in thcJ·u st pnnc ip les of inter p retation. If, then, 
the words aion and aionios are applie sixty tim e• (which iR the fact) in the New 
T estamen t to desi!l"nate the continuance of the future happiness of the righ tcou ~, 
a nd some twelve t1mes to deRi&nate the continuance of tbe fu ture misery of ~he 
wicked , by wha t principles of.tnter preti ng language d oes i t become posRible for 
us to avoid the conclusion that aion and aianioo have mos t th e sa me aruae in 
b oth cas~s ? It docs not pla inly and indubitably follow that, if the Sc riptures 
h a ve not a.aserted the endless l1unisluucot of the wicked, neither have tbcy 
.a.aserted the end less h appiness o the ri gh teuus, nor the cnd lcsR g lo ry and ex i~t­
<lnce of the Godhead . The result seems to me to be p!ain, a nd ph ilolo~i cally 
.and exegeti cally certai n. I t is t his : ei ther the decla rati ons of t he &:n ptures 
.do not establish the facts tha t God a nd his glory and pra ise a nd happ iness are 
encll= , nor that the lmppiuess o f the rig h teous in a fu ture wo rld is e11dless; or 
-else th ey establish the fact that the punishment of the wicked is endlcs.~." 

According to Universalism man is a mere passive mach ine. If 
not reconciled in this life, God will force men to be reconciled and 
saved in the life to come. Man will not only be forced into reconcil­
iation and salvation, but he is now forced, according to the d octrine I 
am reviewing, to do whatever he does, and to be, in spite of his own 
volition, just what he is. H e is forced into sin ; forced to live in sin ; 
yea, more than that, forced into hell-such as Universa lists believe in 
- then forced to do w!tat we call right, and finally forced into heaven, 
tzolens volws. And yet we are gravely told that Universalism is a sys­
tem of mercy ! 

A s to sin and the punishment of sin (to borrow the language of 
Howard Crosby) they must not be regarded as cause and effect, but as 
the correlated action of principle; nor can we see that they a rc one, 
simply because God's grace prcven L~ it. If we are to rely on Srripture 
.as our infal lible guide, we discove r that the sti ng of death ic; not pun-
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ishmcnt, as finite beings call punishment. Sin and the real death is 
not separation of the soul from the body, but the everlasting "banish­
men_t" of th~. soul ' ' from the pre~ence ?f the L? rd and from the glory 
? f l ~ t s _ pow~r, 2 Thes. 1. :~. Gods pumshment 1s no extra, superadded 
mnJctton, ltke that admmtstered by parent or schoolmaster who when 
wro~g has been done, comes with his rod to chastise the offende/ Sin 
car.nes its own sting '.v i t~t it to all eternity, as we suggested in a previous. 
arttclc. Wherever s~n ts ~ou~d, there you find the s ting. If we prove 
that a man may contmue m sm, we prove that he will continue in mis­
~rr. Js it.any more possib~e for God to sepa~ate sin and its st i n~ than 
tl ts for lu m to separate nghteousncss and tts attendant happtness ? 
Tru.c, God ret;toves the s t!n.g, but i~ is on ly removed by the blood of 
Chnst-by ta k111g the medtcme of the grea t Physician of Souls. "Sup­
pose," says Dr. Crosby, "that those who declare that God is too mer­
ciful to punish sin, and weave fine theories about the matter should 
take their attrac tive views a nd apply them to this earth and ~sert tha t 
there ~hould be no s~rrow, or trial, or sickness, will all ti1eir philosophy 
make II true- make tt any more than a beautiful picture? And phi­
losophy shall fail as utterly in the future world." . "But" some make 
bold to say, "if sin and pu~ishment are indissolubly c~nnected, why 
docs not ~od destroy the wt~ked i'" There, again, you are dictating 
to the Almtghty, and "rush m'where angels fear to tread. " He who 
P.resumes to answer that question, in regard to which the Bible is as 
st.lent as the grave, pe~etra!es the secret counsels of heaven, and places 
htmself up?n an equalt ty wtth the great Jehovah. Annihilation would 
be no puntshmcnt at all to the wicked. It is only the redeemed child 
of God who longs for the li fe to come. Annihilation ·or an endless 
dreamless sleep, would be a priceless boon to the ungodly. Besides; 
what do we know about the nature of these souls which God has made ? 
We do ~now that he made them moral beings, free agents, and as such 
respo~stbl c to ~he great Creator. Consequently he made it possible for 
man, tn the enJoyment of personal liberty, to sin. And when he made 
!he souls o_f ~1en, he a lso made the possibility of eternal misery, for by 
tts very ongm the soul may be eternal and cannot die. Could God 
create a t ~ im~1or~al spirit,. one capable of choosing life or death, and 
then cxtmgutsh tt? As m ~II these quest ions, vain, cold philosophy 
affords us not. a gleam of ltght, and as our speculations leave us in 
dreary desolatton, we must depend solely upon the guidance of God's 
revealed truth. JOHN F. ROWE. 

WHAT IS U~VERSALISM? 
7o the Edilor o.f the Gazdle: 

DEAR SIR: The . religious discussion begun in your columns re­
centl.Y has termtna tcd m the refusal of one of the disputants to continue 
to dt sct~ss, 1101 the querlirm at issue, but willt the otl1cr disputant . He 
states hts reasons. That the other, in reply, should assume that the 
reasons s tated a rc not the true reasons, and vaunt himself as victor, is 
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not surprtstng, when we consider what a sptrtt there mu'st be in the 
man who can employ such language as that quoted back to him, but, 
having given a formal challenge, and with the matter still pending, that 
he should enter a deserted field, and send out a new argumentative 
letter, even at the request o f friends, is but another expression of that 
ungentlemanly spirit which has caused one of the disputants to reti re. 

1 have no desire to be a controvcrsionalist, nor any ambition to see 
my name in print ; but since the l:tst article has so thoroughly "ex­
ploded" Universalism, I would like to suggest, not to J oint F. Rowe, 
but to the public, that th is matte r has another side. Any one who will 
read the context of the passages quoted lasL week, can see for them­
selves how many of them refer to the desti·uctions of nations, and how 
many a re enti rely irrelevant. That any man should quote the voice of 
personified wisdom, in the passage: " I will laugh at your calamities," 
&c., and call it the v~ice of God, H; indeed a surprise. And the plea 
that God is here representrd by wisdom conversi ng with fools, will not 
be acceptable, as th is wisdom is repeatedly designated as slu; and we 
have yet to learn that God is anywhere presented as a female . 

Take again the famous passage in Matt. 2 5:46. Read carefully 
the context, beginning with chapter 24, and you will find that Christ is 
speaking of things to transpire tit thai gmernlton. True his disciples 
call it (verse 3) the "end of the world." But the origina l is not kosmos 
the material world; it is aion, which any good Greek lexicon will render 
"age." 

Dy the way, 1t IS tnteresting to remark that this word aion is the 
o!1e .which a certa in article lately labored to signify "endless." Christ's 
dtsc1ples here talk of the end of the a1o!l. 

In verse 6 he says: "Ye shall hear of wars," &c. Jt must have 
been coming soon. Again in verses r s, 29, 33, 34, in chap. 24; verses 
13, 3 1, 32, in chap. 25, and on to the end, the same thought continues, 
of some great catastrophe soon to come. It has no reference to a fina l 
judgment, but plainly indicates some national ruin to come in that 
generation. It doubtless refers to the overthrow of J crusalem. 

Almost anything can be " proven " by quoti1_1g and combining 
many detached passages. Endless punishment is not mentioned or 
taught in the Bible. What a word signifies in one place if it has a 
~ertain meaning ~ls~where, is !lot the qu~stion. The force of aio1l (an 
mstance of the lnmted meanmgs of whtch we have just quoted) or 
aiomos, the, adjective based on it, should not be sought from old-school 
theologians only, but both sides should be seen. Any standard Greek 
l~xi.con will ~ive the proper a~d ordinary usc of the word as signifying 
ltmtted duration. ~II who w1sh an exhaustive scholarly treatment of 
the word can find it in a little work by J. \V. H anson, Chicago. It 
does not mean, endless. 

The "fulcrum on which the entire system o f Universal ism rests" 
is 110/ a "denial." It has better ground. lt affirms in its Articles ~t 
Fai th: 

let. Wo believe thnt the H oly Scr i ptnres of the Old and New Testaments 
con tnin n. rcvcln.tion of the character of God , and of tho duty, interest and finrd 
des tination of rn:~nkind. 

2d. Wo believe thnt the re iR one God , whoRe na t nrc iR love rcvpn] e(] in 
one Lord .Jesus Chri~t., by one H o ly Spirit of gracr, who willlin:tlly restore the 
whole family of mnnkind lo holi neRS ami lutppineRH. 
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3d. We believe that holine118 and tr 1 • . · 
ed, nne! that belicv('rs ought to m' · t • ue tapptocea nre tnseparnbly connect-
these thing~ arc good nnd profit abl;'~n~~n n;~~er, nnd practice good works, for 

T l I · · . 
the bro~~ecr~,~~~ ~~~~~~t m Jl~lve~sa!ism is _the f~thcrh~od of God and 
ever, and wherever and ho,~~vve::a~~~~~:eheve 10 pumshment, when­
accomplish the purposes of God Tl d may be . necessary to fully 
ishcs aimlessly, but that his chas~isi ngl fl~th o not believe tha t God p un­
must be good since God is ood d a purpose. T hat purpose 
omnipotent. T hey do not beiTeve 'tl al~ 'lm ~IS~ be _at~ained, if ~od is 
world will be a partial failure 1a \.... m st s ~11.SSIOn ?f savmg the 
?e happy; but that death sh~lts St~~o~~ as a sou"' IS unpcnltent it cannot 
l mprovcrn~nt, the Scriptures nowhere tc~~l to ~ chance fo;- the soul's 
"The Lord will not cast off for ever " l ~t J lc do read, Sa~. 3:3 1, 
"And I, if I be lifted up from the .eartl,'\viil do ln, 1 ~:2J , Chnst says: 
L et no one say that this simp! means ,: to raw a. m,~n u~to m~<' 
nal, !tdlwso, is defi nite in fore/ im I . be attracuve. 1 he ongt­
sufficient to effect its purpose. ' P ymg the employmen t of a power 

savcJ,
11 a~Ji~~~~4 ;,~~u~ s~~~~~~~~ God "who will }ave al_l n~en to be 

rs: 19: "If in th is life on I we hav~\ of t~e trut~. Agam In I Cor. 
most miserable " I>e d y ope. 111 Chnst, we are of all men 

. · "' a on to verse 28 mel · d 
U ntversalist doc trine a ll the way Cl ! t IISive, . an _you find good 
all cne~ies under him, and a t last GoJr~~al~ust rel~n ttl! he hath put 
texts w11l bear perusal The ffi . . be ~II m all. These con­
" a mere passive m·a~hine" · i~ ~matlon that Untversalism makes man 
Either the author of those words k~~st too a~.su{d to deserve notice. 
doctrinl! _is, or--; but this is to thewsu~fi7 ~tl e of wl~at :U?iversalist 
the pubhc can judge. All Christl·a pb I ' • ~t to an mdtvldual, and 

I . ns e leve m the power of G d' grace; at east Untversalists do. What cot ld t 0 s 
but his convictions and God's grace ?. D 1 ~!n a man to repentcnce 
r econcil iat ion ? If so all C.h · •. oes t IS " force " a man into 

. . . , n sdans are thus 11 fo c d " Th 1 d1ffcrcnce IS th1s that partialists bel' · . r e · e on y 
and truth will b~ promulgated with s~e;.e .G~d wdl send forth his .sp}rit 
and penitence on 'the part of some of I CI~n P~Hver to cause conviction 
of their own free will while U nive ~od s c~uldren; then they come, 
t!ta n evil, and will tri'umph at last ·r~~~~c~tssobctllteveGthad~ good is s.tronger 
tm · d • ' • lat o s grace wdl con 
b 

uc m yowcr, an truth extend its sway till all of God's ch 'ld ill-
e convmced and led t f . I ren w 

parable, of th'e' Savior le~v~~me~h~ ~z:lr own fr~e will. ~hat is that 
search for and find the last lo~t one ? ety-and-mnc and gomg out to 

That opportunities for change are limited to th' J'fi 

~~~v~~j~~ti~~ ~~~e t~~C:;s i~r"~~~~~ ~~~-~~heathen multi~~d~s:1 a~~n~~to~: 
U m vcrsahsts believe tha t G d d . 

his children · and this in 110 ° ~atn afin Wl l! do what is best for all 
will. ' way m er cres With the freedom of the 

. Christ gives a 
Um versal ist's idea: ~fcture in St. j ohn, t o:I 6, which expresses the 

And there shall be one fold and one shepherd." 
' C. L. , 

.. 
' ' 

• 

I . 

-35-

~ITH }ND RE}SO~ 
To tlze Editor of lite Gaulle : 

DEAR SIR: In your issue of June 8th l find an article from a 
correspondent who sings himself "Common Sense," and who is dis­
posed to censure me; because I believe certain things in the div ine 
economy which l cannot explain by my reasoning powers. Wonder 
if this aid-de-camp of my quondom respondent bel ieves only that which 
he can explai n by the process of reasoning. l doubt if he can give an 
intelligent definition of the word reason. Let me inform this corres­
pondent of very " common scnse"-both " common and multan"­
that he cannot even learn the a lphabet, without taking it for 
granted that a is a. I would like to sec him undertake to prove, by 
the powers of reason, that a is a. His Catholic and P resby terian 
stories may go for what they arc worth. If he think s to catch me wi th 
chaff, he is badly fooled for once. Once upon a time an infidel met a 
little child on its way to Sunday-school. " Where are you going?" 
said the scoffer to the child of fa ith. " I'm going to Sunday-school," 
was the ready response of the child. "What are you going there for, 
my child?" continued the infidel. "To learn about God and Christ 
and heaven," was the instant response of. the credulous chi ld. " \V ell," 
pursued the bland infidel, "don't you believe anything they tell you, 
unless they prove it." " I won' t, " said the child, as it hastened on to 
school. When called out to say its lesson, the teacher, pointing to the 
letter a, inquired "what letter is that, my child?" "I don't know," 
responded . the pert child. "Why that is a," insisted the teacher. 
''Well, prove it then," was the ready answer of the now incredulous 
child. "Common Sense" will make tremendous headway in tlus life, 
indeed, he will, if he refuses to believe only tha t which can be dcmon­
.s trated to the natural senses. Even the i\ postle Paul, who was en­
dowed with extraordinary sense, "walked by faith "-not "by sight," 
which is the way "Common Sense" intends to 'yalk. Not under­
standing fully the mysteries of redemption, and only "knowing in 
part," and "looking through a glass obscurely." Paul, as a man of 
faith, was willing to take God at his word. Dut here is a man, living 
eighteen centuries after Paul, who refuses to receive a divine revelatiOn 
111nless the high and mighty God vouchsafes to him ocular demonstra­
tion! T he ancient Greeks rei used to believe in the "foolishness" of 
preaching, because it was not explained to them by "philosophy, false­
ly so-called." But Paul, the ma,n of. faith, told them that "God ha th 
chosen the foolish things of the world to confound the wise . .... .... and 
weak things to confouJ!d the mighty ...... and base th ings .... .. and things 
which are despised ...... and things which are not, to bring to nought 
things that are." 1 Cor. ii. 27, 28 . 

I would like to see a student of nature learn and advance in phys­
ical science without fi rst taking some truths for granted. When we fmd 

• a paradox in science, do we therefore reject it because it is incompre­
hensible to our natural senses? When I am assured that you can 
divide any given amount forever and never come to an ending, although 
this utterly baffies my experience, must 1 rcjcd it ; or, on the contra­
ry, I am told :md believe from the proof of my reason that two bodies 
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can ':pproach each other fo rever and 
ate dista nces ~eing a lways capable of ~~~i~ever touch, their intermed(-
that [ sec datly occurr ing ' · f on, do I doubt the touching 

· · • uecause o the cle f ~gamst tt ; and yet, if a statement arnes~ o my reason in 
heved, though utterly incom rehen: ihus made. by sctcncc is to be b; 
therefo; c refuse clear Tiiblc t~achin b~e from Its contradiction, must I 
mystcr~es? I nstead of teachin n~~ ecause l cannot comprehend its 
teach tl. On the one side tl g S ! I presumptuously undertake to­
T hen I believe him to be a m lc . C~l ptures show me Christ as a man 
just as forc ibly show me Chri ~~n mG e~d and tru th. But the Scri pture~ 
be God . llut you say 11 Ho as ' 0 • a nd so I must believe him to 
no man ca n te ll. \Ve 'k now ~~~~~~clttc be both God and ma n?" T/Jat 
mode. .H ere, where philosoph C .,• but we _cannot comprehend the 
vc rsalist believes in a pers~nal YG~~ s us, Fmth l~ads us. The U ni­
by the process of reasonin to . [ call on fu m to prove the fact 
assertion, to the satisfactiong;;(- m del~lon~trate the fact, or, rathe r the 
canno~. But by the same proceZs ~l~a~ra se!lscs. Can he do it ? He 
there IS a personal God l .II he wtll underta ke to prove tha t 
a personal devil. H e ~foes w~0t0~ ~! n~er~ke to prove that there is 
cause the fact is not reco nizable e teve. Ill a personal d evil, be­
forsoo.th, he cannot prove tl~e fa I by hts r~ntu ~al senses-because, 
there ts no he ;J. Well b tl c t )y rcasomng '' out ! He beli eve~ 
. l ) I . ' y te sa me proc tl h . .,. u ve y t tcrc IS no hell, I will rov ess t ~t e will prove (nega-

the sa me mode of reason ing tlfat l e th_~lt there IS no heaven; a nd ·by 
no endless punishment I wi ll le w; essay to prove there is to be · 
myth-a ~ere figment ~f the f~~~ve t tat eter~al happiness is only a 
gclwma- IS only jigurativt I .II y. ~f he will say the word hell­
no real heaven ; tha t we' on~~ I say Wit~ eq tw._l propriety that the re is 
word heaven is de rived from th Javc da J'C"''ratJV~ heaven , because the 
as our mater ia l horizon sums to eb wo~ luavt, wluch means to htavt up 
" Com mon Sense" would call "~i ~~tvcd up. _ No ? oubt this is what 
Bt~t, see, where your "orien tal Ia n uag ex fig ura ti Ve on ental language I" 
oncntal la nguage takes you in f J takes y ou. By following where 
would d isprove everyth ing ~nds lea of pr~vmg somdlu.11g to be real, it 
prep:~red fo r this? ' eave us Without any reality. Who is 

Now! then, if the atonement is f " I . . ~myth-If the re is no heali . t o. leathen on gm "-if it is only· 
IS not d ivine- God i ncar~a t~~ r;rt ue 111_ the blood of Christ; if Christ 
":'en~ ' if the throne of the r~at here IS n? hell and no future punish­
;us/ia ': and if the word of G d J_ehovah IS not founded in truth atld 
re velatiOn, whic h the finite o !s not a supernatura l re ve lation-a 
the n truly is the will of m re,absontdng_ powers of ma n cannot explain 
· · a n oun 111 fate d ' 
ts no posst~l c motive for ac tion . T l • . ' a n ' 'yorsc than all, there 
nor the molt ve of fe·tr A d·. Jere ts left neither motive of love· 
o h . . • · ccor 1ng to th e re 1 • ~-ani e1sm 1s true and Ch · . . a essence of U mversaJ1"sm 

• ' n st1a mty is r 1 A · , prepare~ for this ? Accord in to h a le gam we. ask: :who is. 
heaven IS he re and hell is I g t e system we are mvcstlgating 
p e nalty tha t attaches to everyl~i~ia?od compds. t~c sinner to pay th~ 
a ~lowed; God compds the s inner ' ~~ n ? f th_e d~v l n e law; no mercy is 
h im on the other side of tl . to die In his sms; and a fter la nding 
m ercy takes the sinner a r~~ n ver ?f ~eath, this U niversalist God of 
c ha nges his moral.na tu re ag~. cot''P,.' s him to become good . that is 
b fi · ' ' .. InS liS own w" IJ d d" · · ' ' y orce, a nd wtthout the conse t f I . t an ISpOSillon - does it . ' n o t te Slllner I ·where, then, is the 
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motive for action, either in this li fe or in the life to come ? If civil 
.governme nts were carried on on this principle, that is, wholly by com­
p~t lsory ":lcasures, and without allowing freedom of action, they would 
<l1ssolve 111 twe nty-four hours, and leave society in utter chaos. l n 
every form of government there is the motive of fear as well as the 
motive of love: the motive of love which looks forward for ulessing 
a ncl honor, as a re ward for will ing obedience to law; and the motive of 
fear which a nticipates punishment and dishonor, as the pena lty for 
wilful disobed ie nce. If this were not so, Christ would never ha ve said 
in his Sermon on the Mount: "\,Yhoevcr hears these sayings of mine, 
a nd docs them, I will liken him to a 111ist man who built his house upon 
a 1·ock ; and the rain descended, and the floods came, and the winds 
blew, and beat upon that house, and it fell not ; for it was founded upon 
t'ocle. And every one who hears these sayings of mine, a nd does tlum 
•tlol, shall be like ned to a foolish man, who built his house upon the sand ; 
a nd the ra in descended, a nd floods came, and the winds ble w, a nd 
beat upon th is house ; and it fell ; a nd great was the fall of it." 

_E xcluding the idea _of a divine Redeemer, and thereby denying or· 
·slurnng over the depravtty of the huma n heart ; a nu also denying that 
"the wrath of God " abides upon the wilfully disobedient and impeni­

-tent. Universalists ha ve much to say about Christ as a n "Examplar," 
.as o!1e ~,·hose pure a nd holy life we may imita te with pleasure and profit. 
·Chnst 1s represented as a g reat Hero, as existing on the same plane 
with the huma n famil y, or possibly rising a degree higher, a rtd onr 
v anity is nattered by the fact of his successful earth!)' career, and by 
our possible abil ity to imitate him. ln this sense, Aristotle and P lato 
and Seneca a nd Epiclitus were divine as Christ was divine, but possi­
·b ly in a less degree. Ls not this highly complimentary to H im, who, 
as the creator of the law, as the promulgator of the law, and as the 
avenge r of the law, interposes his hand, and his life, to save us from 
the c urse of the law. H ad a created being done th is, the measure of 
our gratitude, in the comparison, would be feeble indeed , for the sal­
vation of no c reature could have manifested such an intensity of love 
a nd such profound condescension. lf it was God who stooped to 
r estue us, voluntarily taking upon himself the "form of a servant," ap­
pearing in the " likeness of sinful nesh, " and suffering the death of the 
-cross, how is it possible to place bounds to my gratitude. My gratitude 
beco~1es. a perennial fou ntain. Can li e be onl)' a man, who from 
etcrmty 1s the cente r and source of eterna l life, who to doubting T ho.nas 
was Lord God, who in the beginning u•as God, who is K ing of kings 
.and Lord of lords, who said: "Before Abraha m was I am," and who 
a llowed the J esus to regard him a claimant of d ivine honors- can he, 
I re peat, be less than God in glory, majesty and power. If Christ was 
only a _crca_ture, what could save us, in our excess of gratitude, from 
bccommg 1dolators ? T o quote the language of a beautiful writer ; 
"Indeed so clear is that id<?lalry would ha ve ensnared the Church from 
the exaltation of the Messiah in the work of rede mption, that we should 

.have looked for warnings on e very page of God 's Word against the 
e vil. Instead of that, there is no check to the thank ful sotll , but ra ther 
i ts gra titude and devotion arc fanned by all the earnest exhortations of 
the _N ew T estament." We read that the G ospel is the Gospel of 
Chnst, the Church is the Church ol Christ, the l'ric~thood is the 
rriesthoocl of Chri~t , the Apostles arc the J\pt'~ tks of J esus Christ. the 
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~~r~~~~ i~_tl~~ ; er
1
v.ice o~ Christ, that "none of us liveth• to himself and: 

and _whP.tl~~r w~ d~~~1~:e die ~o:t~v!~e~l~~r~·e ~:~~~~~:~ live ~nto the Lord;: 
or dte, we are the Lord's, (Rom. t 4 7 B) It Chw_e ~ve, therefore,. 
of God ' 'G d ·fi . ' • · n st1s not the Son 

- o ma nl est m the flesh, justified in the S .. t f 
ang~ls, preached to the Genti les, believed on in the wo~~~ , see_n od 
up mto glory"-then the service or the Church f .' receive 
value with the Person and Church of Christ As ~o ~oses lSI of eq_ual 
comes to us except through a channel so a.ll eternal ~~p~ra b~essmg 
~~through ) ~su s C_hrist-through his l ~ve, his condescen si ~~n~~s d~:~o 
liS resurrection, l~ts. ascension, his intercession, his ever-flo'win s m' 

pathy. Jn th~ on gma l Greek he is ca lled the Christ not a Cl ~ t yb -
cause I he Chn st means lite anointed One A 'I HIS '. e-
the many ano· t d 1 • mong t 1e many Chnsts 
God • I • I . mde lonet, 1e was, and is, superlatively the Anointed of 
H. · n urn wet t 1e fuln ess of the Godhead bodily Tl · 1 1

m " :e appr~ach to the bosom of the heavenly father ·and ;:o~~~ 
·~FJ~s::~s P!,~m1sesj ~~en as the beloved ) <;>hn leaned upo~ the bo~om 
voice . 1Toug 1 11~ we can see the dt vme face and hear the divine 
, · No earthly p~1 ~st st~nds between him and us. Throu h hi · 

'' e can speak as f.1mtltar fnends to God even as th ·u· . I g f hm 
Lord spoke t 1 G . . . ' ' e 1sc1p es o t e 
conscio of. esus. od In Chnst ts brought in contact with the 
. usness o every redeemed ch ild of God W d 
Into the t f 1 · • · e o not soar off 

. mys ery o l t_s esse!lce, but we delight in the lowin facts of 
~IS SL~~ernat~lral _man_lfe?tat ~ons. Paul tells us that th!Jivcs ~f Cl . -
tta ns are hid wtth Chnst 111 God " and that " I 1 1Tts 
shall appea r with him in glory, 'w!lO d ~-len lei appeacs, we 
creature ? '' E 1 1 • arc pre 1cate t 1at of a· mere 

' ~ f very. t 10ug tf of ] esus is a thought of God Every 
~o~~~~~tfr~~~1 J~~us ~~~~omfort kfrom GJ od. Every word fro~ J esus is. 

· as we now esus we know God." 
J OHN F. ROWE. 

(' '[;\KING UP THE GLOVE.'t 

C. C. SMITH REPLIES TO E. L. REXFORD. 

To the Ediloroflhe Gaztlle: 

R PEd'AR SIR: In your issue of the I sth I lind a reply from E L 
ex.or to a challenge from John F R ' d . . 

some notice from me. · ow~ an myself, which d emands. 

son. ~:ee~~~~~ts ~~~ t~t~t spirit o_f th~ challe~ge, and gives that as a rea·­
•'- ' accepung tt. I Wish to say fo . 
Ula t I fully agree with the Dr that ll r . 1 r _my own part,. 
conducted in a ki d · · · d . a re tgwus d1scusston should be-

• 11 spmt an tn courteous pl a d h 
expressiOns as are found in the chall . 1r _se, an t at suclb 
cusable, unless ca lled out h tl , dc;nge, a rc; objectwnable and inex­

y 1e 1scourtestes of an opponent. and 
' ~ 

. ' 
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as I had not received any at his hand, I am without excuse, for the 
course pursued by Dr. Rexford, or any one else, is no criterion for 
me. 

And yet I am surprised, that a man who could say to Mr. Ganter, 
"You dare not stand up and defend the manifest decision of your 
church theology," should be so shocked at the idea of "taking up the 
glove" from J ohn F. Rowe and C. C. Smith. I am surprised that one 
who possesses such lofty Christian digni ty, that he cannot consent to 
enter into a debate wi th any idea of personal glory, but solely for the 
advancement of the truth, (which sentiment is mw::h to be admired), 
should, at the close of the very article in which the above sentiment 
is expressed, make such a low fling as the fo llowing: 

"In addition I may say, that if I were seeking self-distinction, I 
believe I would look in some more promising di rections." 1 wonder 
what Bible truth the Dr. was seeking to advance in the above. I 
think he must have been in the President's cha ir when he wrote the 
firs t, and only a private individual when he pennecJ the second senti­
ment. I a lso think it would have been "the brave and honest course" 
(G. & R. Cor. Pa. t8) for the Dr. to have left out that sente nce unless 
he intended to accept the challenge, for certai nly it is not brave to 
refuse a contest, and then boast ove r the weak ness of an opponent. 
" Let not him that p utteth on his harness boast himself as hnn that 
putteth it o!T;" especially let not him boast that does not intend to put 
it on. 

I was glad to hear him say that religious discussion, with him, was 
not a "bris tling strife," for many of us who had read the Gante r-Rex­
ford correspondence had gotten a wrong impression, and we hardly 
expected the Or. to compla in of the treatment he should receive at the 
hands of an opponent . , 

I wish now to point out one of the Doctor's inconsistencies. He 
says (G. & R. Cor. Pa. 3), " Heretofore the severi ty of Cod's law has 
been supposed to be on the other side; and people have b een 
unable to see that severi ty, except in the spectacle of eternal 
and hopeless misery in a region called Hell, where punishment is 
inflicted by physical agencies, commonly supposed through fire." 
Now read from the Gazdle of May 18th, in his article- Dr. Rexford's 
Position. "I know of no one who holds now, to the early supposition 
tha t hell is a lake of fire and brimstone, or that fu ture torments are 
inflicted by physical agents. " The first of the above paragraphs: "I 
will not say was designed to carry a fa lse impression." (G. & R. Cor. 
Pa. 6.) 

On page 3,, G. & R. Cor: I.e says: "It seems as though the 
Christian clergy has been invested with some infernal art spirit, paint­
ing the most horrible pictures ever- conceived." H e could say that, 
and yet refuse to continue a commenced discussion on the ground that 
his opponent spoke of his "scientific nourishes," and used the expres­
sions, "That's an answer with a vengeance, isn't it?"- " R hetorical 
kite flying"--&c. And a bove all, called the Universalis ts "unregene­
rate Ishmaelitish camp foll owers." Many of us had supposed that 
] . F. Rowe did not intend the Camp Universalists, but camp fo/lowtrs, 
(th e appla uding infidels and spiritualists who hang wi th such d elight 
on his teaching. Dr. R exford can impl} that the common belief of 
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Christia ns is the "hallucination of the De . 
and ye t those who listen to his t h. vtl, (G. &. R. Cor. Pa. 4) 
the "Atone me nt " the " o· . . eac mg, a nd even though they de ny' 

I 
· · . • tVIlllty of Chr'st" th · 

t le msptratton and the author it of th • , c. nllraclcs, a nd even 
called " unregenerate" or " 1 r . ~ H oly. Scnptures, must not be 
Chris tian indignation 'to the ext~~~~t~~;\•sh, ". wtthout .exciti ng the D r's. 
of the oCfending one even tho ' lC wtll not nottce the arguments 
word of God. Sur~ly " tl t~gh they are ?trongly fortified with the 

I I • Jere ts no accountmg for tastes " 
n ltc Gazelle of May t 8th arti I " . . : 

ance a nd Ministers " I find tl r II' . c e Chnsttantty, T e mper-
c) · · . • 1e •O o wmg . " 1 •· 1· • a m stwn mlllistcr, without bein . . . uc •eve a man can be 

a beer-guzzler, " and in spc;.t.kin r 1 ~ whts~ y-dn nkcr, a wine-bibber, or 
sh<;)llld preach, he says,· , ; It s~a~l ;hat kmd of a gospell~c (the Dr.) 
~omg me n good, rather than a morbt a~J honest gospel,. mtent . upon 
lions and whisk y·cocktails " H . h d. compound of scnptural quota­
la in minister or min istc~s ~v.e ree tln.tgk t Jl!St as well have said tha t a cer-
1· 1 · w liS · y-dnnkcrs . · ,_. 
uccr-g uz7. crs d id preacl·l ~ d. I , wct c wmc-utLLers were · •. " 1s 1onest gospel d 'd · 1 . .' 
quotattors wt th whisky-cockt ·1- 1f , I mmg e thctr scn ptura l 
this, they do not mean anytl . al '· those sentences do not mean 
of these things, and, it 'doesll~~; tor who says he (the Dr.) d id do a ny 
fired from th l.! lava beds. softe n them any because they were 

. ~Vh r.n th.c Dr. wrote the fo llowin h h . . . tstcr Ill his mtnd's eye J t ld I g, e ad a cer tam Clmsttan min-

t I 
. · wou 1ave been J.lt t 1 . o 1avc na med htm "Tl s as 10norable for lum 

pel on. the Sabbath ,· and th~~~ ~ayl preach wh~t t ~ tcy call a pure gos­
of whisky a nd beer if the PI op c can_ obta m tt through the fum es 
stre~ts the balance of the w~e~ ~fos~. 1 hey ~lay then walk in our 
hahtts, CJLI Oting ;.t.S the o· . r le e.st ad vertisement Of the drinking 
tl r • ' !VIlle lOr thetr gcn . I . n tc .act- tf they can ro . eta tn amcd appearance 
should not afte r the a' _Po ~e ttkso-1 tha t J esus was a tee totaler."' H~ 
tl ' . u vc, ma · c t 1e lack of C l . · · · 
. Je part of hiS opponl! nt, a pretex t befor l 1t tsltan pol .. teness, on 
tng from a n unwelcome contest. , c t te Akron publtc, for rctir· 

. Would no t the above expressions d . 
palg n? No w a fter th is c1 is b . f so un well 

111 
a political cam-

trut.h, " he c:~n. not stool; to a~c~\t ~ ctl~~:ll "grac~ .and. d~sirableness of 
desi re self-distinction. T rul tile Or' .~ nge '~ htch mtnnates he may 
passed orr si.nce the Univcrs~'ist St s. ftgh~mg mood,, ·~u~t have 
take some lllllC for him to make lte £ onven tton! and I thmk it will 
were not weightier reasons l ' . ,_le k kron publtc believe that there 

' ymg uac · of that. 
1 n regard to the Dr's re ca tl . . . 

these religious questiotlS ,·. ~ ·~ P.' te f llnvttattons to consider some of 
· 

1 
, . . " sen es o etters ' f th 

Will any Chnstta n gentleman fo I I , • cy can be exc ha nged 
tee can be g iven a nd wit; '·! ·( w wsc C:: taractcr a sufficie nt guara n­
truth, will not m;ke it o ffi , .·" II ~ dle[end lng wha t he thin ks to be the 
an car~est desire, on his ~~~;v~o y 1? me~ho~ls." .Th~t appears like 
how d tfficult to realize It : ldc~.n mue t 1e mvesttgatw n. And ye t 

tl D 
· ' · '' ou ue very ha d f, f ' . lC r. w1th a g uara nt si ned b ' r or any o us to furnish 

t s tcr~ of the whole chn~ch~ and [e;t~:~ tl:an all the deacons at;~d min­
furntsh a guaranty (and when h . y vc would ll?t want !tim to 
resj ~Cct) that should he happen to ~e b~~rgs one we wtll treat it with 
~ehmd such flim sy excuses as h h . d pressed he would not hide 
tunc he thinks l have viol;tede th~s \Ill th e fpaCst. . I. suppose by this ru es o hnsllan courtesy, for 
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Chris tian courtesy means, with him , for the Dr. to say unkind things, 
a nd h and le in the roughest manner the faith we hold most dear, and 
then treal him and his beliefs in the tenderest manner. I have tried 
to be polite, and have said the plainest things in h is own language, as 
I know of no one whom he would consider better authority on the sub­
j ect of poli teness tha n himself. H e came into om midst and taught, 
a nd as a result, the e nemies of the Bible arc jubilant, a nd Christians, 
for the most part, sad . 1-1 c has sought to c reate the impression (in 
re ply to G.) tha t the Christiati ministers call him a blasphe mer in the 
pul pit, because he teaches that all will be holy a nd happy in heaven. 
His predecessors, both in the pulpit a nd in the College, have taught 
the same, we believe, with equal ability. and not a ripple has been 
mad e in our midst. But no other ma n claiming to be unde r the !Jan· 
ncr of Christ, has taught that a. vicarious A tonemcnt is a superstition 
of the past, nor has said : " There is not e nough blood in J csus' veins 
to cancel the claim of· the d ivine bw on such a soul," nor it would be 
accursed blood . "lf you enter the K ingdom of God, it will not be 
by virtue of any one else, but by vi rtue of what you yourself ha ve 
done," nor what 1 heard him say substantially, at the laying of the cor­
ner sto:1e of the U niversalist Church building in this city, "Sincere 
religion is the true relig ion, a nd he who falls down a nd worships God 
through stocks and stones sincerely, worships him as acceptauly as he 
who worships him sincerely thro ugh the L ord Jesus Clliist." We do 
n o t object to his making e ven these declarations, but do object to his 
m aking somebod y's methods an excuse for retiring from the contest, 
when his own is at least objectionable. We made no complaint abou t 
his methods, whe n he informed us "his style was his own ." We do 
object to his caricature of the Christian's fai th a nd to his misrepresen­
ta tions. We full y rec:ognize Dr. Rexford's right to preach and to write 
his own opinion in his own ma nner, however erroneous we may believe 
them to be, but we protest against his custom of stating the belief of 
our orthodox Churches in language they uniformly reject. No one 
deser ves the name of Critic, bul the one who states the positions of 
those whom he criticises fairly. No one deserves the name of Critic, 
who docs not understa nd the position of those whom he critir.ises. 

I was exceeding anxious for a public discussion. J d id believe 
the D r. , if he debated himself, would be driven either fro rn the posi­
tions he }1ad taken so boldly in our midst, or would be d riven to den y 
the inspiration of the Bible. 1 did believe, if h e had got any U niver­
salist of note to discuss, he could not be got to a ffirm his affirmations, 
a nd it would a ppear to the Akron public, that Dr. E. L . Rexford was 
smiting truths held sacred by many Universalists. 

T he D r. has a happy faculty, while retreating, of holding out invi­
tations to come on. H e still in timates U niversalists can l.>e found to 
discuss these q uestions. Well , when he has found them, we will in­
"'itc him in the sweetest spiri t and politest phrase to im,ulignlt . 

Yours truly, C. C. SMiTH. 

AKRON, 0 ., lune 19th, t 879· 
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HO SATA~OSJ HADES) A~ GEHENN}. 

7o the Editor of the Gaulle: 

DEAK S1R: In the prosecution of any investigation, it is highly 
important that the the terms of the proposition be clearly defined and 
all obscurity removed; for wi thout a perspicuous definition of the prop­
osition discussed, it is very mani fest that the argument will be involved 
in con fu sio n ; and hence, not only will the writer himself labor amid 
confusion, hut those pursuing his investigation will be equally confused. 
l f the premises arc wrong, the conclusions must of necessity be wrong, _ 
no matte r how elegantly and plausibly, and rhetorically the subject­
matte r may be presented. The old serpent, Diabolus (.flo Sala11os, the 
Adversary) who seduced the beautiful and guileless Eve, was a slip­
pery-tongued fellow, who, having " transformed himself into an angel 
of light," by plausible words and sophistic appeals, prepared in-artistic 
style, induced the fair Lady to believe-contrary to the word of God 
-that "in the day thou eatest thereof thou shalt not surely die." The 
emissaries of lfo SalaiJ{IS have been using th is negative style ever since, 
and very successfully, for, according to the Roman adage, men wil-
lingly believe those things they would have true. , 

One mode of evading the testimony of Scripture is by adopting 
false principks of interprclatton-an art in which every representation of 
anti-Chri~t excells. By this expedient, all those passages of Scripture 
in which the words "everlasting," "for ever and ever," a re applied to 
future punishment, arc contemptuously slurred over and set aside. The 
method of operation is this: because the wotds have in some instances 
a limited meaning, they hence erroneously conclude that they have a. 
limited meaning in every case G ranti ng this principle of interpreta, 
ti on to be correct, the word everlasting may have a limited meaning 
when applied to God; yea, even the self-existent J eltOvah may entirely 
cease to exist. I ndeed, the ecstatic bliss of the righteous, though 
declared to he everlasting and perennial, may come to an end, and the 
Kingdom of Christ itself pass away forever. In a similar manner the 
advocates of Universalism evade the force of those passages in which 
the word lull is used to denote the place of future punishment. They 
infer lhat because the onginal words translated hell, do not always 
mean the place of future punishment, that therefore they tttver do. By 
the same mode o f reasoning, we can prove that there is no p lace of 
happiness for the righteous in the future world, because the term 
heaven is frequently u!'ed to desc ribe only the regions of our atmos­
phere. Thus the Scriptures speak of the fowls of heaven, the rain of 
heaven, and of Moun t Sinai burning in t.he midst of heaven. I t is fur­
ther affirmed by the Universalists that the words in the Hebrew and 
Greek Scriptures translated hell, do in no case denote ei ther the place 
or the s ta te of future punishment, which is purely an assumption on 
their part, as we shall presently show. But on the presumptidn that 
what they affirm:is true, suppose that Sluol of the Old and /I(Tdes of U1e 
New T estame nt, mean on ly the invisible world, or the intermediate 
state where all departed spirits enter, docs it logically follow that all 
men shall be saved? To ask the question is to answer it. T he doc-

. ~ . ' 
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. on other testimony, which the supp~-
trine 'of future pumshmen~ rests f~ t I venture to say that tf 
sition now made does no~ ~o. th~~~e~~tte ~~~cribing the pl~cc and man­
there were not a word ~a~ tn t_ to be punished, lt would not 
ner in which the incorngtbly wtcked ar~hment will be inOicted upon 

r f the fact that punts d b fore lessen the .orce o. . . I d will that they are to st:tn c . 
them God has satd Ill hts revca. e ccount of the deeds done tn 
the j ~tdgment seat of Christ, t? gtv~ ane ~·ard of their deeds; that they 
the body; that they shall recet~e~~- et~ ~~erlasting punishment i" and 
shall go "into everl~stmg fire, . !I\ destruction, from the presence of 
shall be punished With everlas_ung ' (2 Cor. v. •o ; Matt. XXV, 
the Lord and the glory of hts po" er. 

4 t:46 · 2 Thess. t =9)· 1 l · not true and U1at which 
' 1· · 1t to assert w 1a ts ' · · 1 The Univcrsa tst tS wot • . . 11 declares that the ongtna 

he cannot sustain, whe n he do~m_ali~·'·Je world and that they never 
words translated hell mean on)~ t e u~vts~Vhen Ch:ist made usc of the 
indicate a place of future pums ~men . t accordance with the current 
word hell, or ltades, he spokr ~~ ex~i~ ,~ithout' one word of explana­
sentiment of th~ J e_ws, and U t_ \!Sf 1~ I asse rt that a system of things, 
tion. Hence, tn vtew of \IS i~1~ ' makes Christ play the p~rt of . a 
which in order to carry a po ' IIades occurs eleven ttmes Ill 

decei~er, is corrupt t1 th: very c~~~-ndered !tell, except iu t Cor. XV, 
the New Testament, and ts alwar ld with all propriety be rcnder~d 
55 

where it is rendered grave. t cou or under world, as well as Ill 
' . 1 se of the unseen It is hell the re, m t \e sen except by mentonymy. 

other places. ~t ne_ver mean~ f:~vfiterally it means the u~seen, the 
sometimes used tn thiS mann~r ' f d th to the resurrectiOn of the 
abode of spirits from the ttmc o I c: of punishment. In regard to 
body and by metonymy, hell, thebplalc ys· "For the same reason that 

' .1. D George Camp e sa · · c-1. 1 the the word /lacu:s, r. . . j . 
1 

slate the tlehrew, .,.uo. or 
it does violence to the . ongma to ~:~~~~se of many passages t? trans­
Greek ltades. lull, so tt destroys tGe . . commentator (in hts lntro­
late it grave." Lange, the great J:ft dma(,Sheol) the rca\;)) of the dead, 
duction to Revelations) s~.ys: f" .JC a Its, pool oi ftrC gc/l(lllln, hell. " 

k t' ely d istmct rom t Je ' · k · 
must be ept en tr. followin definitions : Pte ·enng, 

From the lextcons we ~ave the . death~ place or state of the 
Hades. ''T he infernal · regiOns; hb:ll, "Pluto's domain i infernal 

' . . 'bl " etc Ro mson- I . ·r. d in dead i Pluto i mvtst e, . dead. the Hebrew Sluo stgm •te ' 
regions; ore us; the abode of the which' was held to be a vast subterra~ 
a like manner, the under-world, "1 . 'blc. place or state of the dead, 

" t Donnegan - nvtst ' .. I b d man nean place, e c. . 1 een. the invtstb e a o e or -
Pluto." Grcenfield- "Ltteral yl, uns f p~mishment, hell i the gra,·e i 
sions of the dead i orcus; . the, p ace o 
the lowest place or c~n.dttJon. hi rhest lexical authorities, cone-

With these de. fmtttOns, from th1e. g ment. as for instance, Luke 
h' of the New esta ' ' 1 · · tor spond the teae u~gs . ' d -he lifted up his eyes, Jetng m -

X VI 23. "And m hell .. -tn ,,a es ean only the place of 
' · ~ tk · 11 this passage m 1 mcnt.--" Doe~ ~~ s t h' ' it undoubtedly means a p ace 

departed spirits? I~ tt mea':s tnyt '(~ives) was conveyed after death, 
of torment, into w~tch th_e n c' man ense for his evil deeds .. And ~as 
and where he received a_Just. reco~p l X I7 when it is satd, "1 he 
not Sluol the same mea~mg 1111 ls(a;tof) dnc\ ~II the nations that forget 
wicked shall be turned tnto 'e ' • ' 
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God?" If · · m tlw; place the word mean l l 
of deplrted spirits what I would J"k ' ts on y t 1e_ grave, or the phce 
the wicked who fo~gct G~d i e o know, IS threatened against 
righteous who love and obe' ~f~~e ?t ~~~~ that which is end~red ·by the 
enter the world of s Jirits· ~ 1d . . _l h~ good and bad alike die and 
woeful denunciation IJ ca. ' , I . tf_ this_ IS a ll that is intended by the 

I 
·• ' . n ~ee m1tnc1the · · .. 

on y the contrary. What has now b ~ pi opn cty nor JUStice, but 
construction, conflict with tlle ge et~ S~ld, does not, by any kind of 
good and bad sliall, in a formal aJ~~~a d)t~ fment day, wi_J en both the 
to what they have clone in th e b d J\!lcla _mai~ner, r eceive according 
me~lt of disembodied spirits bu; ft le tl_n~e IS ?~t, not for the judg- . 
plamly set forth by Paul a '"t I r embodied spmt?, a fact which is 
of the righteous, as exp;es~"c~ [~ ~tes r.t~l th~ resurrectiOn of th e bodies 
th~t if our earthly house of this t ~e o ~wmg wo~ds: "For \ve know 
blllldlng of God an h . a ernac e were dissolved, we have a 
h 

' ' ouse not made ·"tl 1 d . eavens. For in th is we ro:~ WI 1 lan s, eternal tn the 
with our house which is f~o~ ~~,e=~~n~st_ly desiring to b~ clothed upon 
shall ?lo/ befiollnd ?la '•fld F hen' If so be that bemg clothed we 
l 

· · ~<• · •or we t at are · tl · b Jemg burdened . not ro tl m llS ta ernacle do groan 
' 1' r lat we would be 1 1 d ' 

upon, that mortality might be swa llowed u of ~~~;c,ot Je ' but clothed 
:Afte r the general judgment (to whi l p e. (1 Cor., V. 1:4.) 
m the course of thi!S investi(Tation tl t s)h~ll de~ote an entire chapter 
upon their final rest con o' ' ·. · t ~ e samts of God will enter 
wicked will be cons;lmed sf~~t~~~eous \nth wluch ev~nt the bodies of the 
less spirits be "banished frot tl general conflagratwn, and tbe;r death­
of his power." (See I Thes~ ~~pre~nc~ or, God and from the glory 
3d chapter. ' · 1 3 18 ' 2 fhess. I. 7- 1 o; 2 Peter 

The best authorities inform u th SJ. ' 
Ifadcs of the New, are terms of t~Je a t u~l of the Old T estament and· 
used as a general designat ion of tl s~m~ _Impor t, and a re commonly 
d eparted spirits "1'1ll·s I Je InVISible world, or the place of 

· · · P ace was regarded 1 11 · . 
especially by the Greeks and R omans .)~ a l~atwns ol an tiquity, 
one or the other of whicll II ' as dlvtded mto two parts into 

d 
a men entered t d th d ' rewa r cd or punislled d. . a ea , an were there . accor mg to their · t d or bad Ill this life. The d "d JUS ese:ts, as they were good 

departed souls were .1 11~yct· I not stl1pposc that Ill the invisible state 
1 

. " I ve nor t 1at the 11 1 · 
t ICy existed in a state of COll ~CiOU S a \· "t f wre a lappy, ·but that 
hades, and were happy or · 

1 1 
• c lVI Y .111 t le separate mansions of 

acters. In the Septuagint~~c;l~: ~~t~c~~dmg to their res~ective char­
hades-a word which amo tl . estament, Sluo/ IS rendered 
of future punishment 'a~ we~~1.S tfe tancleblllts, adlways conveyed the idea 

. ' u ure esse ness. 
Um versalis ts have tried in vain t f. 

word ~~('ow1. by undertaking to' )ro~ n~ter _away the meaning of the 
the Vlcmity of J erusalem. It w I c t at Jt m:ans only a valley in 
was employed by them some timcasb a word pecul~ar to th e J ews, and 
note that part of Sheol which was thefore ~-he _commg of C!lri st to de­
death. This is proved b the , . e . la Jt~t~on of ~he Wicked after 
ame nt ; and by the fai::t o~ its ~~~~of /ts fam!IJar use m the New T est-· 
and Je wish Ta rg uins some of I . f ou nd ~ ~~ the A pochryphal books 
Christ. These Targ;I ~S as tlw ll_c I 'lvl~re wnttcn before the adven t of 

l 
. . ' le mte tgent reade , 11 k 

tr:m s ~twns and mterpretations of the H I , . r_ . " e n~ws, were 
esc fargums, (Empie's Remark U e_ )re" ~C 1 1p_tures. Three of 

. s on lllvcrsahsm) m remarking on 
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various passages of the Old Testament, use the word gelu:mra, and 
explicitly explain it to mean the place of future punishment for the 
wicked. It fo llows from these premises that if Christ did not use this 
word in a totally differen t sense from that in which it was used by the 
persons whom he addressed) he must have e mployed it to derwte, 
beyond a doubt, the place of future punishment. Anu that he 
did thus use it, must be evident to every unpredjudiced mind who 
examines the passages in which the word occurs. Take a n example : 
"Fear not them who kill the 'body, hut are not able to kill the soul; 
but rather fear him who is able to destroy both soul and body in hell 
-gelu:nna. (Matt. X. 28.) Here is a nother example: ''A ncl I say to 
you, my friends, be not afraid of them that kill the body, and after 
that have no more that they can do. But I will forewarn you whom 
you shall fear: Fear him, who, after he has killed, has power to cast 
into hell ; (gel1ctma) yea, I say to you, Fear him." Luke xii, 4-5. 
Men may destroy the body, (sflma) but it is only God who has power 
to cast the soul (psuclte) into hell. The souls of the wicked are to be 
destroyed ajler the death of the body. Smith's Bible Dictionary, after 
giving the history of the word, as referri ng to the celebrated valley of 
"Hinnon near Jerusalem, says: I t became in latter times the image of 
the place of everlasti11g punishment where .' the worm dieth not, and the 
fire is not q uenched, ' in which the;: T almudists place the mouth of hell," 
etc. He then adds : " In th is sense, (a place of everlasting punish­
ment) the word is used by our blessed Lord in Matt. v. 20:30 ; x. 28 ; 
xxii. I$:33 j Mark ix. 43:45; Luke xii, s,'' etc., referring to the identi· 
cal passages under considera tion. Kitto, agreeing substantially with 
Smith, says: " It came to be regarded as a sort of type of hell." Park­
hurst says: " Gelretma was, in our Saviour's time, used by the Jews for 
hell, the place of the departed. This appears from the word being 
thus applied by the Chaldee T argums, by the ] erusalcm Ta rgums, and 
that by Jonathan ben Uzziel. " Prideaux, and other authorities, rep­
resent some of the Targums as going back as far as the days of Ezra, 
and certainly to the days of the Maccabees, and that they were highly 
regarded by the J ews in the time of Christ, and had been for many 
years before. To infer, then, that because the term thus applied, has 
an allusion to tile valley of Hinnon, there is no real hell, is about ''as 
smart as to infer that there is no real heaven, because the word para-

. dise, as used by Christ, in his address to the dying thief, has an allu­
sion to the garden of Eden. But enough for this paper. 

JOHN F. ROWE. 

P. S. - Since writing the above, the Gazrlle of June 22nd has 
made its bright and shining appearance, containing an ar ticle entitled, 
"W/Iat zs Umversalism7" and signed "C. L." Who this "anonymous" 
writer is I know not, and who this aide-de-camp No. Two is, I care 
n ot; but, judging from the soplzomonc contents of the communication, 
I must infer that it is the product of some college student-possibly a 
Professor of Languages. I would suggest to "C. L." that it is an easy 
th ing to howl over a dead lion. When a chieftain falls, or retreats, or 
hides himself in an ambush of trivial excuses, or plays in the role of a 
p ersecuted martyr, it is the most natural thing in the world for his aid­
ers and abettors to get up a rare. I would also suggest to "C. L." 
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th at, as ~e is about si.x '~eeks behind in this discussion, that he go ba~k 
and ~egrn a~ the uegrnmng, a nd follow up my argument seri"aflin, and 
that tn parucular he answer my Twelve Quulr(ms, which to this date 
remain rma1moered. Just now, before this public, th is is of far more 
importance than advertising "a little work by ] . M. Hanson." If "C. 
L." desires to establish a book agency in Akron, he is at liberty to do 
so, uut jus t now the people arc more concerned about a " Ji ving dog 
than a dead lion." But since the remarks of this new adventurer for 
literary honors arc not intended for the man whom he criticises, but for 
"rhc public ," of course this "C. L. " who fires from behind a tree, will 
not J~ursuc me and review my argument. Oh, no; the principal thing 
now IS to go and buy a "little work by J. M . .Hanson." 

J. F. R . 

EVASlONS 0~ PLj\IN SC~lPTURES. 

To tlu Editor of the Gazelft : 
DEAR StR: Having noticed several evasions of Scriptures in my 

last paper, in which rare art our Universalist friends excel, I now pro­
<:eed to ca ll special attention to a few more. And the first evasion I 
shall notice is this, that 110/ sinnlrs, but only tlrtir srirs are to be destroyed 
in the future world. By this sophistical device, a ll those passages are 
ignored and set aside which speak of the wicked as being consumed, 
cast away and utterly destroyed. According to the teaching of some 
Universalists, such passages mean only that the coarse vices and wicked 
dispositions of the ungodly shall be destroyed, while the ungodly 
themselves in person will enter the kingdom of glory. In harmony 
with such an assumption they gravely inform us that the goats which 
a re placed on the left hand of the Judge, on the great Judgment Day, 
and by him doomed to everlasting punishment, arc tlu crrints of sinners 
and not the individua l sinners themselves! H ow supremely absurd: 
If this is not orrering a ·premium on sin, I fail to comprehend the 
meaning of language. It is possible that when our courts of justice 
and equity shall once acqui re the skill of punishing theft and perjury 
and murder in the abstract, ,while the guilty parties themselves sha ll be 
permitted to go free, it may then perhaps be explained how lite sriJ.S of 
~he wicked, at the final day, shall be sent away into everlasting pun­
IShmen t, while consentaneous with th is event the ind ividual sinners 
themselves shall e nter in and seat themselves complacently around the 
great white throne. 

Another palpable evasion is this: that a ll the punishment sin de­
serves, or th:lot is threatened in the Bible, is endured in the present life· 
or, as maintained by the ad1;ance school of Universalis ts, there may b~ 
some punishment in the future world; but they never concede this 
except when driven to that position by the force of argument and 
Scriptural testimony. O n the assumption that all punishment is e n­
dured in this life, a ll those passages which threaten destruction and 
pronounce woe upo n the wic:ked in the future, are defian tly set aside, 
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as indicating only the evils which they endure in this world. If I held 
a doctrine as flimsy and self·stultifying as th is, I would be candid 
enough so to say, that the curse of the law, the wrath of God, the worm 
that never dies, the fire that is never quenched, the weeping and the 
wailing and the gnashing of teeth, and ''the terrors of the Lord," which 
are so graphically and fearfully described in the Bible, as the "just re­
compense" of the wicked, a re terms of speech utterly without m~an­
ing. Arc such calamities predicated only of time and not of eternity? 
Arc the thrcatenings of the great J ehovah, the solemnities of the great 
j udgment day, and the terrors, of hell to be frittered down to mean .only 
the pains and sorrows incident to th is life? If there fore the d4!ctnne I 
am investigating be true, is it not supcrl.atively ridiculous to talk or 
preach about a system of salvation- a system that utte rly. excludes the 
idea of God's mercy and of the grace of Jesus the·Cimst? If, as I 
observed in a former paper, a cri minal has surrcrcd the full penalty of 
the law and has worlud out all that his crimes deser ve, must he be told 
that his' release from prison and punish ment is an act of grace ? Does 
he not demand his liberty as an act of justice? H ence, on the same 
principle, if men receive the punishment that is due th~m for all ~he 
sins they have committed in this life , can they not claun exem ptiOn 
from future punishment as a legal and moral right? And so it comes 
to pass that instead of all being saved by Christ, none are saved by 
Him 1 All a re dischaged on the ground of sheer justice, and conse­
<juently, as remarked before, the whole system of grace, as procured 
by the death of Christ, and as preached by the apostles of the Lamb, 
sinks down disgracefully to the merest farce I 

Some admit that there is a future slate of probation, but they at the 
same time make bold to say tha t future punishment is only dt:rciplinary. 
By this evasion, all those texts which threaten the wicked with ~verlast­
ing punishment, are adroitly explained to mean only th e chastisement 
of a fond father, inflicted on disobedient chi ld ren for their own good. 
This bold and bad doctrine is a me re assumption, as we shall see. 
There is not a passage in the entire Bible which even intimates that 
the future punishment of the wicked is designed for their good, or that 
thei r spiritual condition is ever to change after the judgment day. '_fhe 
last information the Bible gives of them is, "These shall go away mto 
everlasting punishment" (Matt. 25, 46), and we have already noted 
what "everlasting punishment" means. These words-th~ words of 
the c rucified Christ-the words of the insulted King upon h1s throne­
the words of the J udge of the living and the dead- leaves them in hell; 
and the words of Holy Writ a re entirely s ilent as to their being purified 
in that place of torment, and as ascending from the fires of purgatory 
to the sparkling peaks of the heavenly kingdom. We h~ve already 
shown in previous articles that the pun ishment of the wicked 1s declared, 
by the au thority of the Scriptures, to be everlasting, and .is. ~escrib~d 
in such plain, unequivocal terms as to preclude the possibility of 1ts 
being designed for the good of those who endmc .~t. They a~e r~pre· 
sen ted as suffering "the wrath, " " the vengeance, "the f1cry mdigna­
tion," "the fierceness of the wrath of Almighty God," "judgment 
without mercy," and all th~ thrcatenings of the divine law, with no 
mixtuJ e of good. Does such fearful language as this express fatherly 
chastiseme nt, or sufferings designed only for the salvation ? f orfenders? 
See Col. iii. 6; Jude 7; Hell. x. 27; Rev. xix. 16 ; James i1. 13. 
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In harmony with the doctrine now under consideration, those who 
endure temporary punishment in the future world, but are aften vard 
restored to happiness, endure the penalty of the law, or must pass 
th rough the crucible of condign punishment. This being so, and the 
conclusion is inevitable, they ne,·er experience salvation at all. Tliq 
an 1Ifll sn11rd b)' gmu diuine, nor by any other kind of grace, nor is their 
deliverance from punishment in any pos~ible sense to be ascribed to 
Jesus Christ as the Savior of the world. Hence, as we have heretofore 
declared, Universa lism is cleism-mtionalism- fatalism-pantheism­
and 1101 Christian ity at al l. If sinners a rc restored to divine favor, the 
act will.be consummated without the mercy or grace of Cod. They 
will en ter heaven wi thout being under the least obligation to God for 
having p:u doned them, or to the. Lord Jesus Christ for having redeem­
ed them. · And such stuff as this is palmed off by men as the doctrine 
of the Dible - by men who "steal the livery of heaven to serve the 
devil in." 

Agnin, if the sufferings of the wicked arc only necessary and sal­
utary discipline, designed to produce their reformation and promote 
their ultimate happincs.s, they are not to be regarded in any proper 
sense as punishment. l s a man punished- who takes medicine to !ave 
life, or submits to the amputation of a limb in order to restore health? 
I have always labored under the impression tha t punishment is the in­
flic tion of posi tive evil; that it is the subjecting of the guilty to a state 
of suffering which, all things considered, are an evil to ll1em. lf then 
the wicked in the futu re world suffer only for their good, they are cer­
tainly not punished. While enduring the torments of hell, they will 
have am ple occasion for thankfulness and willing submission; because 
what th ey endure is only the chastisement of a doting father who is 
preparing them by this necessary discipl ine for the purity and happi­
ness of hc:tven. flut my readers can hardly think that hell is a haven 
of mercy. Where do we read in the Dible. that God there makes a 
display of grace, and that he causes all things to "work together for 
good," not to them who love him, but to them who !tale him. 

In my next, no preventing providence, 1 will show that the judg­
ment day is ·not already past, as Universalists claim , and with it exam­
inc the 25th chapte r of Malthcw. 

I notice that "Common Sense" is after me again. H e has a "point," 
and pouts and puckers his mouth, because I don't lay down my line of 
argument and pay some attention to his "point." Poor fe llow, he tries 
to prove Universa lism true because the various denominations don't ' 
pull together. I t is said that misery loves company. "Common 
Se nse" says, "{have opinions, and am not afraid to state them." Did 
you ever I Suppose, for a change, you give us facts and testimony. 
None but a metaphysician can live long on " opinions." A theory on 
mastication, digestion, and assimilation, however beautiful, will not 
feed a starv ing man. Bread is what he wants. For the special bene­
lit of "Common Sense, " I will state, by way of philological and logical 
distinction tha t a fact is something done; that knowledge is that of 
which I ha vc conscious possession; that faith comes from testimony; 
th at opi11ion means .I l l11.11k so and so. His opinion may be right or it 
may be wrong. Opinions are never received on questions of fact. 

And now here comes aid-de-camp No. Three, whose sobriquet is 
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"Compiler." Verily. the th_ing is getting to be lively if no~ interesting. 
But I submit that th ts Indtan style of warfare, that of finng upon an 
antagonist from behind trees, does not.b~long to,~he .n:anly a rt. . "~om­
piler" intimates stron.gly that. I am av01dmg tl~e Sptrtt of enqutry .and 
shielding myself behmd a bhnd and unrca~omng f:uth. .Inde~d-:smc~ 
when? "Who was the man that decltnc~ furth er t~vest•gatlon? 
Who was the man that declined an oral publtc debate. wtth one of .our 
best men? Who was it that backed down at every pomt? Yo~•r hllle 
ruse sir does not fill the bill .. l wish to assure you, dear str, that 
neiti1er 

1
"Common Sense," "C. L ." nor "Compiler," nor a ll combined, 

by all your little strategic movemen!s, can decoy me. away from ~y 
line of argument. However, for van ety's sake, I. am tn favor of stde 
shows· they serve to supplement and roun9 off thmgs. . 

' JOHN F. ROWE. 

lS THE JUDGMENT DAY PAST? 
To the Editor of !!It Gnzdte: . 

DEAR SIR : We shall now examine the Scriptures and see wheth­
er a gmeral judgmml da;• is of (uatlun origi11, .as ·has been. asserte~ by 
rationalistic Universalists. It ts assumed, wtthout one dtrect posttlve 
proof of Scripture, th:tt every man ~s jt.tdged ·a~d punished in the pres­
ent life. In order to bolster up tlus ntmsy arttlice, all those passages 
of Scripture arc frittered away which speak of a futu:e judgment,. a~d 
of all men standing before the judgment ~eat of Chnst, .and ? f C:hnst 
coming in the glory of his .Fat~lc r, in flammg _li.rc,. and wtth hts mtg~lty 
angels, to judge the world m nghteousn~ss. 1 hetr rr_t:tnner of w;,estmg 
and applying the Scriptures procc~ds t.n the followmg style : ] udas 
hanged himself: go thou and do ltkewtse: and whatever thou does~, 
do quickly." T he fac t is, the w!1ole syt t~m, or the<;>ry rather, of U m­
versalism is predica ted on a mtsappltcatton of Scnpture. Instead of 
making the Bible harmonize with itself, they project a theory, and t~1 en 
torture the Bible to prove the theory, and hence as much of the Btble 
as seems to prove the theory they adopt, but whatever fails to prove 
the theory they drop, explain away by "oriental figures" of speech, or 
entirely reject as spurious or non-inspi:ed. . 

Touching the subject un?er . constdcratwn, .they select a few texts 
in which the coming of C hnst ts spoken o~ wlt!l reference to. some 
special manifestation of his power and glory tn thts worl~ ; and Imme­
diately, without paying the least respect to the con~ectto~, th~y take 
the position as demonstrably true, that wheneve~ l~ts ~omtng IS men­
tioned in the Scriptures, it must have the same ltmttatwn, and relate 
only to the scenes in this !ife. We ~hall . see pre.sently whether the 
scenes so terribly and graphtcally dcscnbed m the .D1ble have ev.er been 
witnessed on earth. J\ few questions here will be pertinent. H as the 
Lord Jesus "descended from heaven with the voice of the archangel :ind 
the trump of God?" H ave the "dead been raised" indeed? Have 
"the world,' "every man," "all nations," " the quick and dead," "the 
small and great," s tood before God. H as the Judge of a ll the earth 
" separated them one from :tnothcr, as a shepherd divideth the sheep 
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from the go;tts," placing " the sheep on h is right hand and the goats. on 
his left. " Has he indeed pronounced sentence upon them accordmg 
to their respective characters, saying to those on his right hand, "Come, 
you blessed of my father, inherit the kingdom prepared for you from 
the founda tion of the world;" and to those on his left, "Depart, you 
c ursed, into e verlasting fire, prepared for the devil and his angels?" 
And yet hold men stand up in the pulpit and tell the ignorant and 
credulous multitude that the sentence has actually been executed! I s 
it so indeed that "the wicked have gone away in to everlasting pun­
ishment, and the righteous into life ete rnal ?" I s it so that the one are 
7101CJ suffering "everlasting destruction from the presence of the Lor9, 
a nd the glory of his power ;" and the other " shining forth as the sun m 
the kingdom of the1r Father?" r Thcss iv, tG; R ev. xx, 12; Malt. 
xxv 31- 46· 2 Thcss. i, 9; l'vlatt. xiii , '13· These are the wonderful and 
Lran'sccndcl~t scenes which indicate the second coming of Christ-his 
coming to judge those whom God has " resen1ed to judgment," and 
whom he has •·rcscrvrd unto fire against the day of judgme nt and per­
di tion of ungodly me n. " Ami yet me n who profess to believe the 
Bible, have the boldness to declare that these great and momentous 
events have transpired, and are now tra nspiring ! 

T he 25th chapter of Matthew is a darl ing retreat of U niversalists. 
It is at one a nd the same time their g lory and their puzzle-their house of 
refuge and their Gibralfar-and-their boomerang! ] ust notice how 
they interpret it. First, they would have it that by the goats we ~re to 
understand the devi ls; next, the sins of ma nkind ; last of all, neither; 
but the J cws-ycs, the poor :mel accursed J cws-are the goats, who, 
about 18oo years ;1go, were sent in to everlasting fire, and have ~ver 
si nce been suffering there with the devi l and his angels, who, let 1t be 
dis tinctly noted, according to Universalism, are mere p ersonijirations, 
11011mfiticf: and there fo re rx 11ilti/t1 mlu'l. fit I All this is about as sharp 
a s when they tell us that the rich man stands for the Aaronic high 
priest, and the poor, pious beggar for the Gentiles; or that ] ~das's 
hanging himself means only that he died by excess of grief, a nd h1s go­
ing to his own place signi fies that he ascended to one of the "tw~lve 
thrones" on which th.e Aposth:s were to sit, to judge the "twelve tnbes 
of Israel. " 

It is affirmed that the day of judgment took place at the destruc­
tion of J crusalem. 1 am curious to know what there was in the de­
struction of tha t c ity that corresponds with the scenes described i_n tl~e 
:::sth chapter of Matthew. DiJ the " Son of man" then "come 111 h1s 
glory," a nd " gather before him all uati(ms ?" We~e a ll the "~10ly 
angels" the re? If so, then the R oman legions, fightmg under T1tus, 
must have been the angels S tnnge kind of angels indeed! Did Titus 
separate the good a ngels from the bad a ngels? D id the great Judge, 
on that occasion, go into a judical examination of the characters of the 
men of " a ll nations," awarding to the righteous everlasting life, while 
sending the wicked into everlasting punishment? The man who can 
believe such pa lpable nonsense as this is beyond the pale of rcas~n, and 
evidently IJelongs to that class of whom l'aul wrote when he Sa id that 
God would " send them strong delusion, that they should_ (be allowed) 
to believe a lie; that they all might be damned who behcvcd not the 
truth, hut had pleasure in unnghtcousness," 2 Thess. ii, 1 r, r 2. That 
Christ did come, in a gospel :1ncl limited sense, in his kingdom on the 
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day of Pentecost, when the glad tid ings of salvation were preached ,;, 
lt~s ttame for the first time, T do not deny. Christ truly said to. his dis­
C! pels, "There be some s tanding here that shall not see death till they 
see the Son of Man coming in his kingdom," Matt. xvi, 28. That is 
the~ shall see the opening of his earthly kingdom, of which the rcsu/­
rectiOn a nd the judgment form the close. The 27 th verse reads as fol­
l~ws: "For the Son of man shall come in the g lory of his l~ath e r, with 
Ius angels; and the n he shall reward every- ma n accordi ng to his 
works." !hus we see that the 28th verse re fers to the bcginn i n~; of 
that of wh1ch the 27th verse speaks of the close. Notice the preceding 
verses: "Whoever wil l save his life lthat is, his present, temporal life ) 
shall lose it [that is, shall lose that future eternal happiness which is 
promised to the faithfu!l. But whoever will lose his life [i. c., will die 
for Christ' s sake] shall rind it [shaJl have eternal lifcl F o r what shall 
jt pro fi t a man if he shall gain the whole world and lose his own soul 
or. what shall a man g ive in exchange for h is soul?" Now what is th~ 
rulmg thought here? \Vhy, t/Jr gnimi1g of//Je future rlrnml life by tile 
loSJi1g of tlze present tcmpflral lift.. H e who loses his life here has the 
promise of the life beyond; and of this there can be no question, be­
cause the "Son of Man will come in the glory of his father, with his 
angels, and then shall he rewa rd every man according to his works." 
Was C7JI!IY man rewarded according to his works at the destn1ction of 
J erusa.lem ? And a singubr way General Titus-representing the most 
cruel nation on all the face of the earth- had of dealing out rewards! 

·rn Acts i, 9, we have this language: " A nd when he (Chris t) had 
spoken these things, while they beheld, he was taken up; and a cloud 
received him out of the ir sight. And while they looked steadfastly to­
wa rd heaven as he went up, behold, two men stood by them in white 
apparel, who also said, Why stand you ga1.ing up into heaven? This 
same J esus who is taken up from you into heaven shall so come i11likc 
manmr as you have seen him go into heaven: " I now ask, has Chnst 
eve~ come in this literal manner? Where has it ever transpired tha t 
Chnst came z·11 tl1e same mannrr in which he went up to heaven? Was 
it at the mount of transfiguration? Was it on the day of Pe ntcr:ost when the 
promise of the Father was verified to the new born church? Was it at 
the d estruction of J erusa lem? D id he then come i11 tile douds as he 
w~nt ~pinto heaven? D id t!Ve1y eye sec him ? Did he bring his reward 
w1th h1m when that white robed angel, Titus, destroyed 1hc city of J e­
rusalem by the a ngelic Romari army, an d when the angelic sold iers 
burnt down Solomon 's T emple, a nd carried the Je ws captive to the 
imperial city of R ome? A few s treaks of crepuscular ligh t just at this 
point would be g raciously reli shed. 

We have now seen that Christ coming "in his k ingdom" is one 
thing, and his coming in " g lory with his angels" quite a nother thing. 
I. quote th_e . following qu estions: "'..Vhen Christ, who is oiu· life (the 
hfe of Chns t1ans) sha ll appear, then shall you also appear with him in 
glory," <;oi. iii, 4· At this writing the appearing of Chr!st "in &lory" 
was yet m the future. Paul could not h:J.Vc referred to h1s "commg in 
his kingdom," o r to the establishm ent of the kingrlom of God, for that 
was past, as may be seen hy reading the 13th verse of the 2d chapter, 
which says: " \Vho ha th delivered us from the power of da rkness, and 
hath transla ted us into the kingdom of his dear Son." The kingdom 
had come, and Pa ul and those whom he oddressed were in it. But the 
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appearing "in glory," when he shall come to "judge the world in right­
eouo;ness" was in the fu ture· Note the force of these words. "T!Lm 
(at his appearing) sltall you appear with him in glory." If the saints 
have already appeared with Christ in glory, I would like to know when 
and where. ''Now we beseech you, brethren, by the coming of our 
L ord Jesus Christ, and by galllfring togdlu:r unto !Lim," 2 Thess. iii, r. 
"For our conversation (citi1.enship) is in heaven: from whence, also, 
we loo/..: }or tlu Smllor, who shall change our vile body, that it may be 
fashioned like unto /Jis glono11s body," Phil. iii, 2o, 2 r. "Beloved, now 
are we the Sons of God, and it doth not yet appear what we shall be; 
but we know that, 1vlun lu slta/1 apptar, we shall be li/..:e !tim; for we 
shall see him as he is," 1 John iii, 2. According to Universalism, all 
these startling and wondcrfull events took place at the destruction of 
J crusalcm, resurrection, immortality, glory and all! Crtdal, ./rtdaws 
Apella, }\Toll E!Jo. By the way, how docs it come to pass! speak in~ from 
an eschatological point, that those who profess to believe least m the 
existence of hell and a personal devil, are the very persons who talk 
most about these "bugbears." Now I submit the question. Is it pos­
sible to talk about a thing or person that never had an existence ? A 
man may talk about an abstraction, it is true, but what was the abstrac­
tion abstracted }rom? An abstraction is some quality of a person or 
th ing that has an actual existence. I t is afl'irmed, contrary to the Word 
of God, that there is no personal devil , and that the only devil we have 
is an cui! prmciple. nut where did this evp principle. con;e from? 
Certainly not from God; not from good men,; not from mammate na­
ture. If it emanated from none of these, then 1t emanated from bad 
men, and bad men got it from their "father, the devil, w~o was a liar 
from the beginning." Cansequcntly children who medttate on the 
qualities of the ir Father's character and his abode, arc expected to talk a 
good deal about hin1. But, I repeat, let any man try to ta lk about a 
person or thing that never had an existence. 

. J OHN F. ROWE. 

THE LAST JUDGMENT. 
TQ tlzc Editor o.f tlu Gaulle : 

DEAR SIR: I continue to write, because your readers are anx­
ious that I should do so; and since my object is to elicit truth, through 
the medium of your paper, a few columns of which you have so gen­
erously surrendered to my usc, I beg your further indulgence, as I pro­
ceed in my examination of the issues involved in the controversy. 

One of the favorite texts on which our Universalist friends rely 
in support of the ir proposi tion that the judgmmf is past, is the following: 

"And as it ,-_, appointw mtlo num once to die, but after this the judgment: RO Chris t 
was once offered to u~::nr the RinR of many, and unto them that look for him he 
:~hall appear the ACconclliUic, without Pin, unto 11alvation." Reb. ix . 27, 28. 

It is assumed here by certain critics that the term lois a111lzropots, 
in the Greek, which represents " men," should have been translated 
lltese mm, meaning the ] ewish High Priests, who, by entering the Most 
Holy Place, d ied l}'jJically, and after this came out from the presence of 
the Shckinah, and there blessed or approved the people. I propose to 
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show the utter absurdity of this assumption. :lois anlltropois should 
not be translated tlztst mm, nor !ltost mw, for the good reason that 
neither the construction of the Greek language nor the English trans­
lation admits of such an interpretation. T~e word is never so trans­
lated any where in the Bihle. Tots is a Greek article, and it is a wi lful 
torturing of the Greek language, and contrary to all rules of grammar, 
to translate the article into the adjective form !/use or 1/tose. 

The dyiug here was not figurative; for if it was that, Christ died 
only a jiguratwe death; because the text reads thns: "So Christ was 
once offered; that is, offered in the same manner. And if his dying 
was only figurative, then this was not a real bpt a figurative sacrifice; 
and, consequently, he accomplished only a fifiumli'lJe atonement, and, 
as a result of this, man secures only a figurative salvation! Probably 
this is one of those "Oriental figures" alluded to by one of my respond­
ents. 

But if Christ died a literal death, then the death of the " men" 
referred to-lois a11lllropois-was also literal; which fact, (according to 
Ex. 28:35) proves beyond a doubt that it does not sign•fy the High 
Pri~t in the Most Holy Place-the law bearing on which reads as fol­
lows : "And it shall be upon Aaron to minister; and his sound shall be 
heard when he goeth into the Holy Place before the Lord, and when 
he cometh out, tllatlte die not." 

In the next place I will show that the High Priest did not typify 
death at all, by passing through the blue veil into the Most Holy Place, 
but tha t by this act typified just exactly the opposite of death. A 
Sunday-school scholar, ten years of age, could tell us that the High 
Priest passing into the Holiest of a ll, was typical of Christ passing 
thrQugh the blue vault of heaven- into the Most Holy Place on High, 
there, within the veil, to appear before •the Mercy Seat, as the "High 
Priest of our (Christian) profcssion"-Christ entered into the enjoyment 
of "an endless life." Thus we sec, contrary to the assumption under 
consideration, that instead of the High Priest dying a tyj>l"caL deat/z 
when he entered the Holy Place, he represented a typical It/e. Again: 
if the fact of the High Priest going into the Most Holy Place, 
was the dying referred to in the passage, then was the apostle 
badly mistaken; for, instead of the fact that it was appointed 
unto tlztse men onct to die, they were necessitated to die every year; for 
Paul declares, "Now when these things were thus ordained, the priests 
went a lways into the first tabernacle, accomplishing the service of God; 
but into the second (the Most Holy Place) went the High Priest alone 
once tVery J'tar." He b. ix, 6, 7. Hence the passage cannot by any 
possible construction mean the typical death of the High Priest; for, 
instead of dying once, as the text declares, he would be obliged to die 
thirty times in the course of sixty years, the High Priest having entered 
office at the age of thirty. 

Again: This text cannot have reference to the Jewish High 
Priest, because after coming out of the H oly Place he blused the wait­
ing people instead of judging them. And so it reads in Leviticus ix, 
22, 23, "Aaron lifted up his hands toward the people and bltsud 1/mn, 
and came down from offering the sin-offering, and Moses and Aaron 
went into the tabernacle of the Congregation, and came out and 
blessed the people." 
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If a typical death is what we are to understand by this text, then 
lois anlllropois signifies the animals that were slain outside of the camp; 
for their death typified the death of Christ-the Lamb, mark you­
the Lamb of God slain from the foundation of the world, Christ, ,as a 
sin-offering, was slain in the outer court. Hence, instead of saying 

· "men," as the apostle does, he should have said, 111 order to harmo­
ni7.e with Universalism, "It is appointed unto these lambs and bullocks 
o11a to dit, and after this be scorched in the fires of purgatory." 

lt has been asserted that "the end of the world," as mentioned by 
Christ, in Mntthew xxiv, 3, is the end of the Jewish age. Whatever this 
passage may mean, it is ccrt:~in, :~s J have already shown, that Christ 
did not come when J erusalem was destroyed. The destruction of 
Jerusalem. is never in Scripture called "the end of the world." The 
Jewish age ended before the Christian age begnn. Paul lived in the 
Christian age, and hence. he said the ends of the ages (the latter end of 
the Jewish and the beginning of the Christian] came upon him and his 
contemporaries. See 1 Cor. x, 1 1. Christ was crucified at the end of 
the Jewish age. Hence, says Paul : "But now once in the end of 
the world II alit IJC appro red to put away sin. by the sacr ifice of himself. " 
He b. ix, z6. When Christ died, the J cwi~h theocracy was at an end; 
when He ascended and sent down the Holy Spirit, the Christian age 
began. 

It is freely admitted that from the 15th verse of the chapter (Matt. 
xxiv) to the zzd, inclusive, Christ speaks of "these things"-that 1s, the 
destruction of J erusalcm and the temple. And having described that 
remarkable event, at the 23d verse he says: "Tltcn (at the destruction 
of the city) if any mari shall say to you, Lo, here is Christ, or there, 
bdtt7Je ~~ 1101." Did Christ come in person and in glory at that time ? 
Let Christ answer for himself: "For (this reason) there sha ll arise fa lse 
Christs and false prophets, and shall show great signs and wonders; 

· inasmuch that if it were possible they would dccei ve the very el ect." 
] osephus tells us that the re was no end to the number of men pretend­
ing to be Christ about that time. l3ut we shall hear further from the 
true Christ: " Behold, I have told you before; wherefore if they shall 
say to you, Behold he is in the desert; go not forth; Behold, he is in 
the secret chambers; n F.L IEVE IT NOT. For as the lightning cometh 
out of the cast, and shincth even unto the west, so shall also the com­
ing of the Son of Man be." Verses 26, 27. This means that "every 
eye shall sec Him" when He comes-and that all shall know when He 
comes. But, as if to render his meaning more clear and forcible, H e 
proceeds to say: " For wheresoever the carcass is, there shall the 
eagles be gathered together." When Christ comes, shall be "gathered 
together" unto Him. Paul said to the Christians at Thessalonica: 
"Now we beseech you, brethren, by the coming of our Lord J esus 1 

Christ, and by our gathering together unto Him." And to the Colos­
sians: "When Christ, who is our life, shall appear, then shall you a lso 
appear wi th Him in glory." Did these Christians appear in glory 
with Christ nt the destruction of Jerusalem? History informs us that 
what few Christians remained were scattered among the hills of Judea; 
but of these, none were from 'fhessalonica or Colosse. 

Dnt let 11s pursue the in vestigation a little further in the 24th chap­
ter of 1\l auhcw. Beginning at the 29th verse we read : 

'Tmntrcliatcly after the tribulation of these dayR, Rh a ll the sun be dark-
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~ned, and tbe moon ehall not give her lig ht, and the Rlllr!; ahnll fa ll from 
henv~n, and the r,owerA of th~ lulavcnR Rhnll be Rhnkcn; and then ahnll ap/1car 
the s1gn of the Son of Man 1n heaven ; and lhl'n •hall all the tribes 0 the 
e~rth mourn, and they shnll see the Son o£ Mn.u com ing in the c louda ol hen.ven 
wath power and great glory. And he shall Rend hiA nngeiR with n great sound 
of a trumpet, and shnll gather together h is e lect from the four winds from one 
end of hen vcn to the otlwr." ' 

I 

. Having just inf?rmed H is disciples that they must not expect 
H tm a t the destrucllon of J erusalem lle now gives them to under­
stand. that. ~he "sign " of H is coming' shall appear in heaven "aftt:r 
~he tnbulat10n of those days." The "sign" was Lo precede Jlis com­
Ing, but even that was not to appear till "a(llr the tribulation" that 
was to be broug~t on the J ewish nati o~, and which was predicted by 
the prophet Dame!, and quoted by Chnst ·as "the abominat~on of des­
ol?-ttOn"-the Rom~n_ legions-standing in the Sanctuary of' the H oly 
C. ty. Aft7; descn_bm~ the overthrow of the Ci ty, which was to the 
Jews only the bcgmnmg of sorrows, " Christ says, "And they shall 
fall by .the edge of the sword; and they shall be Jed away captive into 
aiL ~r<IIloll~i and J erusalem shall be trodden underfoot of the Gentiles 
tmlti t~e ltt~te o.f the Geutiles be fulfilled. 11 ( Luke XX I, 24.) The 1 ew~ 
are still d1spersed "among a ll nations. " J e rusalcm is still " trodden 
~nderfoot,of the Gentiles;" "The ~imes of _the Gentiles" are 1/Qt p:t 
fu l_fi ll~d. And, there~orc, accordmg to th1s chapter, the coming of 

~hnst IS yet future, ~nd 1s to occur "after the tribulation of those days." 
Tlren shall all the tribes of tlu earth mourn, and they (all the tribes of 

th_e earth) shall sec the Son of Man coming in the clouds of heaven 
with power and great g lory. And H e shall send his angels with a g reat 
sound ?f a trumpet, and they shall gather together His elect from the 
four wmds, ~rom one md of hea?/Cil to the ollur." This evidently means 
the resurrectiOn of the dead. In connection with this let us quote the 
language of Paul in 1 Thess. iv. 15-18: 

"F I ' •or.lu• we say to_ you by the word of the Lord , that we who are alive 
nnd rorn.n•n tc;> the ·com111g of the Lord, s ha ll not go hcforc thc 111 who nrc 
nsleep, (m. thcar gra_ve~.) For the Lord himHclf shall descend from heaven with 
n aho~t, w1Lh .tho vo1ce of the archangel, a ncl with the trump of C:ocl; and the 
dead an Chnst •hal~ nRe fir~t; then we who are a live nntl remain ~h all he 
cnuth t up together *!Lh them 10 the cloudP, to meet the Lord in the ai r i nnd 
so Bd1a!! we ever be wllh the Lord. Wherefo re, comfort one another wi th theRe 
wor a. 

But to evade the force of a ll these passages, the Universalists wi ll 
quote t_he 32d verse of Luke XXI , which reads as follows: "This 
gmt:mlron shall not pass away _till a ll these things be fulfilled." This 
word, gmen, means also accordmg to the best Greek lexicons " birth 11 

"descent " "race " "bl d " · · · ' • " , .•. oo , as tts pnmary mcanmg, whi le "lifetime," 
or t~e pcop~e hvn~g at any _one time," arc given as secondary 
mcanm_gs. . I he ev1dcnt meanmg of the passage is, that this J ewish 
rtUe, th1s d!~lmct peopl~, shall_ not pass away until all these thi1igs be 
~ul~llcd. l he J ews sllll remam a distinct race of people, a fact which 
:~ mtensfied ?Y the prophecy of J eremiah, (xxxi. 36,) which reads: 
If those ordlllanccs (the sun, moon and stars) depart from before me 

then the seed of Israe) shall also cease from being a nalr(m before 111~ 
forrocr." Al~10_ugh _the Jew~ l?st their polt~r'ca/ nationality, they have 
!lever _lost th e1~ idwtrty_ as a d1st1nct race. This fr~ rt ofi tselfis a stnnd-

. mg m1raclc wluch no 111fidel can overthrow. Accord ing to the proph-
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ecy, and if we may judge by. the signs oi the times, the Jews a~ a dis-
tinct nation will, ere long, re-possess their native land. 

There are two senses in which the word judgmml is used, and 
these must not be confounded. In the one case judgment means "wis­
dom and prudence, enabling a person to discern right and wrong, good 
and evil." To show U1e d ifference I will quote two passages of Scrip­
ture. And first: "And] esus said, For judgment I am come into th is 
world ; that they who see not might see, and that they who see might 
be made blind," John ix, 39· And second: "And if an man hear my 
words, and believe· not, I judge him not; for I came not to judge the 
world, but to save the world," John xii, 47· We clare not make Christ 
contraclid himself, ln the first instance he came to "set j udgment in 
the ear.th," that the people, through the gospel, might have "wisdom 
to discern right and wrong." T o this agree the words of Christ, a5 he 
q uotes them from Isaiah: "Behold my servant whom I have chosen; 
my beloved, in whom my soul is well pleased ; I will put my spirit upon 
him, and he shall s/t()W judgment to the Gentiles," Matt. xii, 18. But 
the other passage certainly refers to the future judgment. The con­
trast is made very strong when Christ says, "If any man hear my 
words, and believe not, I (n()W) judge him not; for I came 1101 to judge 
the world (in the sense of condemning), but to s~ve the world. H e 
that rejecte th me, and receiveth not my words, hath one one that judg­
eth him: the word that I have spoken, the same slrall judge him at tire 
last day. For he hath appoin ted a day in which he wtl/. judge the world 
in righteousness." And this is the day of which Paul speaks, after he 
had fi nished his course, and was about ready to be offered up, and 

· which he placed beyond death : "There is lard up for tne (who am mnu 
ready to be offered) ·a crown of righteousness, which the Lord, the 
righteous Judge,' shall give· me· at that day." . 

If, as Universalists assert, the judgment is al ready past, then, as a 
sequence, from the JJremises, all the heaveri we shall ever have is here, 
and hell is here, and future glory and immortality ·are but the baseless 
fabric of dream, a mirage upon the desert waste of a fruitless life! 

If, by th(examination of the Scriptures, I eave not harmonized 
the teaching 6f Christ and his apostles, as touchi11g this proposi t[on, 
and have not demonstrated the fallacy of i.he reasoning of the opposite 
side, I here confess that I do not understand the rules of evidence, nor 
comprehend the meaning of analysis and synthesis. The subject will 
be contined. JOHN F . R OWE. 

... P. s.-I see by your last i$SUe that "this theological discussion must 
"close." Not anticipating that you would shut down so suddenly, and 
having prepared this a rticle as the conclusion of a previous a!'ticle, I 
hope, .sir, you will allow the publication of this as rrly final act in this 
theological drama. It would, however, be.a pleasure to continue it ; 
but 1 submit to the inevitable. J . F. R. 
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